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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

5 CFR Part 532
RIN 3206-AJ24

Prevailing Rate Systems; Abolishment
of the St. Louis, MO, Special Wage
Schedule for Printing Positions

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel
Management is issuing a final rule that
will abolish the St. Louis, MO, Federal
Wage System (FWS) special wage
schedule for printing positions. Printing
and lithographic employees in the St.
Louis wage area will now be paid from
the regular St. Louis appropriated fund
FWS wage area schedule. This change is
necessary because there are no longer
enough printing and lithographic
employees in the wage area to conduct
the local special wage survey
successfully.

DATES: Effective Date: This regulation is
effective on January 18, 2001.
Applicability Date: Agencies will place
employees who are paid from the St.
Louis special wage schedule on the St.
Louis regular wage schedule on
December 17, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chenty I. Carpenter at (202) 606—8359;
by FAX at (202) 606—4264; or by email
at cicarpen@opm.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 14, 2000, the Office of
Personnel Management published an
interim rule (65 FR 55431) to abolish the
St. Louis, MO, Federal Wage System
(FWS) special wage schedule for
printing positions. The interim rule had
a 30-day period for comment, during
which we received no comments.

The Department of Defense (DOD)
recommended that we abolish this

special wage schedule because it has
become extremely difficult for DOD to
release adequate numbers of employees
to conduct the local special wage survey
successfully. The number of printing
and lithographic employees in the wage
area has declined from about 225
employees in 1985 to about 17
employees currently. These employees
work in various locations throughout
the St. Louis wage area. Twelve of these
employees work for the Defense
Logistics Agency, four work for the
Department of the Army, and one works
for the National Guard Bureau. DOD has
found it increasingly difficult to comply
with the requirement that employees
paid from the special printing schedule
participate in the local special wage
survey process. The decline in
employment is expected to continue
until there are no longer any printing
and lithographic employees in the wage
area.

Printing and lithographic employees
will convert to the St. Louis FWS
regular wage schedule on a grade-for-
grade basis. Each employee’s new rate of
pay will be set at the step rate for the
applicable grade of the regular wage
schedule that equals the employee’s
existing rate of pay. If an employee’s
existing pay rate falls between two steps
on the regular schedule, the new rate
will be set at the higher of the two steps.
If an employee’s existing pay rate is
higher than the highest rate for his or
her grade on the regular schedule, the
employee will, if otherwise eligible, be
entitled to pay retention. The Federal
Prevailing Rate Advisory Committee,
the national labor-management
committee that advises OPM on FWS
pay matters, reviewed and concurred by
consensus with this change.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

I certify that this regulation will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because it will affect only Federal
agencies and employees.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 532

Administrative practice and
procedure, Freedom of information,
Government employees, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Wages.

Accordingly, under the authority of 5
U.S.C. 5343, the interim rule (65 FR
55431) amending 5 CFR part 532
published on September 14, 2000, is
adopted as final with no changes.

U.S. Office of Personnel Management.
Janice R. Lachance,
Director.
[FR Doc. 00-32284 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-P

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

5 CFR Part 532
RIN 3206-AJ23

Prevailing Rate Systems; Redefinition
of the Los Angeles, CA, Appropriated
Fund Wage Area

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) is issuing a final
rule to remove Inyo County, CA, from
the Los Angeles, CA, appropriated fund
Federal Wage System (FWS) wage area.
The county, excluding the China Lake
Naval Weapons Center portion, will be
defined to the Las Vegas, NV, FWS wage
area. This will affect FWS employees at
Death Valley National Park by placing
them on a higher wage schedule.

DATES: Effective Date: This regulation is
effective on January 18, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chenty I. Carpenter by phone at (202)
606—2838, by FAX at (202) 606—4264, or
by email at cicarpen@opm.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August
17, 2000, the Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) published a
proposed rule (65 FR 50165) to move
Inyo County, California, from the Los
Angeles, CA, appropriated fund Federal
Wage System (FWS) wage area to the
Las Vegas, NV, FWS wage area. The
proposed rule had a 30-day period for
public comment, during which we
received no comments.

OPM considers the following
regulatory criteria under 5 CFR 532.211
when defining FWS wage area
boundaries:

(i) Distance, transportation facilities,
and geographic features;

(ii) Commuting patterns; and

(iii) Similarities in overall population
employment, and the kinds and sizes of
private industrial establishments.

Inyo County is currently an area of
application county in the Los Angeles
wage area. Based on our analysis of the
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regulatory criteria for defining
appropriated fund FWS wage areas, we
find that Inyo County, excluding the
portion occupied by China Lake Naval
Weapons Center, should be part of the
Las Vegas wage area. The distance
criterion is the major factor in our
determination. The county is much
closer to the Las Vegas survey area than
to the Los Angeles survey area. Inyo
County is approximately 429 km (267
miles) from Los Angeles and 194 km
(120 miles) from Las Vegas. The county
is approximately 203 km (126 miles)
from Nellis Air Force Base, the Las
Vegas wage area’s host installation. We
reviewed the other criteria, but they did
not favor one wage area more than
another. The Las Vegas, NV, FWS wage
area will consist of two survey counties,
Clark and Nye Counties, NV, and four
area of application counties, Esmeralda
and Lincoln Counties, NV, Mohave
County, AZ, and Inyo County, CA.

China Lake Naval Weapons Center is
located in Inyo, Kern, and San
Bernardino Counties, CA. China Lake
Naval Weapons Center will remain a
part of the Los Angeles FWS wage area
so that the installation can continue to
be defined to a single wage area. The
regulatory criteria we use to define FWS
wage areas indicate that the main
employment locations for FWS
employees at China Lake are properly
defined to the Los Angeles wage area.

The Federal Prevailing Rate Advisory
Committee (FPRAC), the national labor-
management committee that advises
OPM on FWS pay matters,
recommended these changes by
consensus. Based on its review of the
regulatory criteria for defining FWS
wage areas, FPRAC recommended no
other changes in the geographic
definition of the Los Angeles FWS wage
area.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

I certify that these regulations will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because they will affect only Federal
agencies and employees.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 532

Administrative practice and
procedure, Freedom of information,
Government employees, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Wages.

U.S. Office of Personnel Management.
Janice R. Lachance,

Director.

Accordingly, the Office of Personnel
Management is amending 5 CFR part
532 as follows:

PART 532—PREVAILING RATE
SYSTEMS

1. The authority citation for part 532
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 5343, 5346; §532.707
also issued under 5 U.S.C. 552.

2. In appendix C to subpart B, the
wage area listing for the State of
California is amended by revising the
listing for Los Angeles; and for the State
of Nevada, by revising the listing for Las
Vegas, to read as follows:

Appendix C to Subpart B of Part 532—
Appropriated Fund Wage and Survey
Areas

* * * * *

California

* * * * *

Los Angeles

Survey Area

California:
Los Angeles

Area of Application. Survey area plus:

California:

Inyo (Includes the China Lake Naval
Weapons Center portion only)

Kern (Includes the China Lake Naval
Weapons Center, Edwards Air Force Base,
and portions occupied by Federal activities at
Boron (City) only)

Orange

Riverside (Includes the Joshua Tree
National Monument portion only)

San Bernardino (All of San Bernardino
County except that portion occupied by, and
south and west of, the Angeles and San
Bernardino National Forests)

Ventura
* * * * *

Nevada
Las Vegas

Survey Area

Nevada:
Clark
Nye

Area of Application. Survey area plus:

Nevada:
Esmeralda
Lincoln
Arizona:
Mohave
California:
Inyo (Excludes the China Lake Naval
Weapons Center portion only)

* * * * *

[FR Doc. 00-32285 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6325-01-U

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

5 CFR Part 532
RIN 3206-AJ22

Prevailing Rate Systems; Abolishment
of the Philadelphia, PA, Special Wage
Schedule for Printing Positions

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel
Management is issuing a final rule to
abolish the Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,
Federal Wage System (FWS) special
wage schedule for printing positions.
Printing and lithographic employees in
the Philadelphia wage area will now be
paid from the regular Philadelphia
appropriated fund FWS wage area
schedule. This change is necessary
because there are no longer enough
printing and lithographic employees in
the wage area to conduct the local
special wage survey successfully.

DATES: Effective Date: This regulation is
effective on January 18, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chenty I. Carpenter by phone at (202)
606—2838, by FAX at (202) 606—4264, or
by email at cicarpen@opm.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

On August 17, 2000, the Office of
Personnel Management (OPM)
published an interim rule (65 FR 50127)
to abolish the Philadelphia, PA, Federal
Wage System (FWS) special wage
schedule for printing positions. The
interim rule had a 30-day period for
public comment, during which we
received no comments.

The Department of Defense (DOD)
recommended that we abolish this
special wage schedule because it has
become extremely difficult for DOD to
release adequate numbers of employees
to conduct the local special wage survey
successfully. The number of printing
and lithographic employees in the wage
area has declined from 117 employees
in 1995 to about 5 employees currently.
The decline in employees is expected to
continue until there are no longer any
printing and lithographic employees in
the wage area. DOD found it
increasingly difficult to comply with the
requirement that employees paid from
the special printing schedule participate
in the local special wage survey process.
The 1998 full-scale special wage survey
required contacting 102 establishments
in 5 counties in Pennsylvania and 3
counties in New Jersey.

Printing and lithographic employees
converted to the Philadelphia FWS
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regular wage schedule on the first day
of the first applicable pay period
beginning on or after September 18,
2000. Each employee’s new rate of pay
was set at the step rate for the applicable
grade of the regular wage schedule that
equaled the employee’s existing rate of
pay. If an employee’s existing pay rate
fell between two steps on the regular
schedule, the new rate was to be set at
the higher of the two steps.

The Federal Prevailing Rate Advisory
Committee, the national labor-
management committee that advises
OPM on FWS pay matters,
recommended this change by
consensus.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

I certify that this regulation will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because it will affect only Federal
agencies and employees.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 532

Administrative practice and
procedure, Freedom of information,
Government employees, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Wages.

Accordingly, under the authority of 5
US.C. 5343, the interim rule (65 FR
50127) amending 5 CFR part 532
published on August 17, 2000, is
adopted as final with no changes.

U.S. Office of Personnel Management.
Janice R. Lachance,
Director.
[FR Doc. 00-32283 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

7 CFR Part 989
[Docket No. FV00-989-5 FIR]
Raisins Produced from Grapes Grown

in California; Decreased Assessment
Rate

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Agriculture (Department) is adopting, as
a final rule, without change, the
provisions of an interim final rule
which decreased the assessment rate
established for the Raisin
Administrative Committee (Committee)
for the 2000-01 and subsequent crop
years from $8.50 to $6.50 per ton of free
tonnage raisins acquired by handlers,
and reserve tonnage raisins released or

sold to handlers for use in any market.
The Committee locally administers the
Federal marketing order which regulates
the handling of raisins produced from
grapes grown in California (order).
Authorization to assess raisin handlers
enables the Committee to incur
expenses that are reasonable and
necessary to administer the program.
The crop year runs from August 1
through July 31. The assessment rate
will remain in effect indefinitely unless
modified, suspended, or terminated.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Maureen T. Pello, Marketing Specialist,
California Marketing Field Office,
Marketing Order Administration
Branch, Fruit and Vegetable Programs,
AMS, USDA, 2202 Monterey Street,
suite 102B, Fresno, California 93721;
telephone: (559) 487-5901, Fax: (559)
487-5906; or George Kelhart, Technical
Advisor, Marketing Order
Administration Branch, Fruit and
Vegetable Programs, AMS, USDA, room
2525-S, P.O. Box 96456, Washington,
DC 20090-6456; telephone: (202) 720—
2491, Fax: (202) 720-5698.

Small businesses may request
information on complying with this
regulation by contacting Jay Guerber,
Marketing Order Administration
Branch, Fruit and Vegetable Programs,
AMS, USDA, P.O. Box 96456, room
2525-S, Washington, DC 20090-6456;
telephone: (202) 720-2491, Fax: (202)
720-5698, or E-mail:
Jay.Guerber@usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
is issued under Marketing Agreement
and Order No. 989 (7 CFR part 989),
both as amended, regulating the
handling of raisins produced from
grapes grown in California, hereinafter
referred to as the “order.” The
marketing agreement and order are
effective under the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), hereinafter
referred to as the “Act.”

The Department is issuing this rule in
conformance with Executive Order
12866.

This rule has been reviewed under
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. Under the marketing order now
in effect, California raisin handlers are
subject to assessments. Funds to
administer the order are derived from
such assessments. It is intended that the
assessment rate as issued herein will be
applicable to all assessable raisins
beginning on August 1, 2000, and
continue until amended, suspended, or
terminated. This rule will not preempt
any State or local laws, regulations, or

policies, unless they present an
irreconcilable conflict with this rule.

The Act provides that administrative
proceedings must be exhausted before
parties may file suit in court. Under
section 608c(15)(A) of the Act, any
handler subject to an order may file
with the Secretary a petition stating that
the order, any provision of the order, or
any obligation imposed in connection
with the order is not in accordance with
law and request a modification of the
order or to be exempted therefrom. Such
handler is afforded the opportunity for
a hearing on the petition. After the
hearing the Secretary would rule on the
petition. The Act provides that the
district court of the United States in any
district in which the handler is an
inhabitant, or has his or her principal
place of business, has jurisdiction to
review the Secretary’s ruling on the
petition, provided an action is filed not
later than 20 days after the date of the
entry of the ruling.

This rule continues to decrease the
assessment rate established for the
Committee for the 2000-01 and
subsequent crop years from $8.50 to
$6.50 per ton of free tonnage raisins
acquired by handlers, and reserve
tonnage raisins released or sold to
handlers for use in any market. The
order authorizes volume control
provisions that establish free and
reserve percentages of raisins acquired
by handlers. Free tonnage raisins may
be sold by handlers to any outlet, and
reserve tonnage raisins are held by
handlers for the account of the
Committee or released or sold to
handlers for sale to any market. With
projected assessable tonnage about
23,300 tons higher than last year’s
assessable tonnage, sufficient income
should be generated at the lower
assessment rate for the Committee to
meet its anticipated expenses. This
action was unanimously recommended
by the Committee at a meeting on
August 15, 2000.

Sections 989.79 and 989.80,
respectively, of the order provide
authority for the Committee, with the
approval of the Department, to
formulate an annual budget of expenses
and collect assessments from handlers
to administer the program. The
members of the Committee are
producers and handlers of California
raisins. They are familiar with the
Committee’s needs and with the costs of
goods and services in their local area
and are thus in a position to formulate
an appropriate budget and assessment
rate. The assessment rate is formulated
and discussed in a public meeting.
Thus, all directly affected persons have
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an opportunity to participate and
provide input.

A continuous assessment rate of $5.00
per ton was in effect for the 1996-97
and 1997-98 crop years. Due to short
crops in 1998-99 and 1999-2000, the
assessment rate for those years was
raised to $8.50 per ton.

Regarding the 2000-01 crop year, the
Committee recommended decreasing
the assessment rate to $6.50 per ton of
assessable raisins to cover
recommended administrative
expenditures of $2,145,000. This
compares to budgeted expenses of
$2,482,000 for the 1999-2000 crop year.
Major expenditures include $660,500
for export program administration and
related activities, $477,700 for salaries,
$476,300 for contingencies, and
$160,000 for compliance activities.
Budgeted expenses for these items in
1999-2000 were $549,500, $425,000,
$506,250, and $200,000, respectively.

The recommended $6.50 per ton
assessment rate was derived by dividing
the $2,145,000 in anticipated expenses
by an estimated 330,000 tons of
assessable raisins. The Committee
recommended decreasing its assessment
rate because the projected 2000-01
assessable tonnage of 330,000 tons is
about 23,300 tons higher than last year’s
actual assessed tonnage. Thus, sufficient
income should be generated at the lower
assessment rate for the Committee to
meet its anticipated expenses. Pursuant
to §989.81(a) of the order, any
unexpended assessment funds from the
crop year must be credited or refunded
to the handlers from whom collected.

The assessment rate established in
this rule will continue in effect
indefinitely unless modified,
suspended, or terminated by the
Secretary upon recommendation and
other information submitted by the
Committee or other available
information.

Although this assessment rate is
effective for an indefinite period, the
Committee will continue to meet prior
to or during each crop year to
recommend a budget of expenses and
consider recommendations for
modification of the assessment rate. The
dates and times of Committee meetings
are available from the Committee or the
Department. Committee meetings are
open to the public and interested
persons may express their views at these
meetings. The Department will evaluate
Committee recommendations and other
available information to determine
whether modification of the assessment
rate is needed. Further rulemaking will
be undertaken as necessary. The
Committee’s 2000—-01 budget and those
for subsequent crop years will be

reviewed and, as appropriate, approved
by the Department.

Pursuant to requirements set forth in
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), the
Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS)
has considered the economic impact of
this rule on small entities. Accordingly,
AMS has prepared this final regulatory
flexibility analysis.

The purpose of the RFA is to fit
regulatory actions to the scale of
business subject to such actions in order
that small businesses will not be unduly
or disproportionately burdened.
Marketing orders issued pursuant to the
Act, and rules issued thereunder, are
unique in that they are brought about
through group action of essentially
small entities acting on their own
behalf. Thus, both statutes have small
entity orientation and compatibility.

There are approximately 20 handlers
of California raisins who are subject to
regulation under the order and
approximately 4,500 raisin producers in
the regulated area. Small agricultural
firms are defined by the Small Business
Administration (13 CFR 121.201) as
those having annual receipts of less that
$5,000,000, and small agricultural
producers are defined as those having
annual receipts of less than $500,000.
Thirteen of the 20 handlers subject to
regulation have annual sales estimated
to be at least $5,000,000, and the
remaining 7 handlers have sales less
than $5,000,000, excluding receipts
from any other sources. No more than 7
handlers, and a majority of producers, of
California raisins may be classified as
small entities, excluding receipts from
other sources.

This rule continues to decrease the
assessment rate established for the
Committee and collected from handlers
for the 2000-01 and subsequent crop
years from $8.50 to $6.50 per ton of
assessable raisins acquired by handlers.
The Committee unanimously
recommended 2000-01 expenses of
$2,145,000. Major expenditures include
$660,500 for export program
administration and related activities,
$477,700 for salaries, $476,300 for
contingencies, and $160,000 for
compliance activities. Budgeted
expenses for these items in 1999-2000
were $549,500, $425,000, $506,250, and
$200,000, respectively. With anticipated
assessable tonnage at 330,000 tons,
about 23,300 tons higher than last year’s
actual assessed tonnage, sufficient
income should be generated at the $6.50
per ton assessment rate to meet
expenses. Pursuant to § 989.81(a) of the
order, any unexpended assessment
funds from the crop year must be
credited or refunded to the handlers
from whom collected.

The industry considered various
alternative assessment rates prior to
arriving at the $6.50 per ton
recommendation. The Committee’s
Audit Subcommittee met on August 8,
2000, to review preliminary budget
information. The subcommittee
considered keeping the assessment rate
at $8.50 per ton. However, this would
have generated a projected $1 million in
excess funds. The subcommittee
considered reducing the rate to $7.50
per ton and ultimately recommended
that rate to the Committee at its meeting
on August 15, 2000. Other options were
discussed at the Committee meeting,
including decreasing the rate to $5.00
per ton. After much deliberation, the
Committee voted to decrease the
assessment rate to $6.50 per ton.

A review of statistical data on the
California raisin industry indicates that
assessment revenue has consistently
been less than 1 percent of grower
revenue in recent years. Although no
official estimates or data are available
for the upcoming season, it is
anticipated that assessment revenue will
likely continue to be less than 1 percent
of grower revenue in the 2000-2001
crop year, especially with the 24 percent
decrease in the assessment rate.

Regarding the impact of this action on
affected entities, this action decreases
the assessment rate imposed on
handlers. Assessments are applied
uniformly on all handlers, and some of
the costs may be passed on to
producers. However, decreasing the
assessment rate reduces the burden on
handlers, and may reduce the burden on
producers.

In addition, the Audit Subcommittee’s
meeting on August 8, 2000, and the
Committee’s meeting on August 15,
2000, where this action was deliberated,
were public meetings widely publicized
throughout the raisin industry. All
interested persons were invited to
attend the meetings and participate in
the industry’s deliberations.

This action imposes no additional
reporting or recordkeeping requirements
on either small or large raisin handlers.
As with all Federal marketing order
programs, reports and forms are
periodically reviewed to reduce
information requirements and
duplication by industry and public
sector agencies. The Department has not
identified any relevant Federal rules
that duplicate, overlap, or conflict with
this rule.

Further, Committee and
subcommittee meetings are widely
publicized in advance and are held in
a location central to the production area.
The meetings are open to all industry
members, including small business
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entities, and other interested persons
who are encouraged to participate in the
deliberations and voice their opinions
on topics under discussion.

An interim final rule concerning this
action was published in the Federal
Register on September 27, 2000 (65 FR
57941). Copies of the rule were mailed
by the Committee staff to all Committee
members and alternates, the Raisin
Bargaining Association, handlers and
dehydrators. In addition, the rule was
made available through the Internet by
the Office of the Federal Register. A 60-
day comment period was provided for
interested persons which ended
November 27, 2000. No comments were
received.

A small business guide on complying
with fruit, vegetable, and specialty crop
marketing agreements and orders may
be viewed at: http://www.ams.usda.gov/
fv/moab.html. Any questions about the
compliance guide should be sent to Jay
Guerber at the previously mentioned
address in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

After consideration of all relevant
material presented, including the
information and recommendation
submitted by the Committee and other
available information, it is hereby found
that this rule, as hereinafter set forth,
will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the Act.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 989

Grapes, Marketing agreements,
Raisins, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

PART 989—RAISINS PRODUCED
FROM GRAPES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Accordingly, the interim final rule
amending 7 CFR part 989 which was
published at 65 FR 57941 on September
27, 2000, is adopted as a final rule
without change.

Dated: December 13, 2000.
Robert C. Keeney,

Deputy Administrator, Fruit and Vegetable
Programs.

[FR Doc. 00-32296 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 72
RIN 3150-AG58

List of Approved Spent Fuel Storage
Casks: HI-STAR 100 Revision;
Correction

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Direct final rule: Correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
direct final rule appearing in the
Federal Register on October 11, 2000
(65 FR 60339), that revises the Holtec
International HI-Star 100 cask system
listing within the “List of approved
spent fuel storage casks” to include
Amendment No. 1 to the Certificate of
Compliance. This action is necessary to
correct a typographical error.

EFFECTIVE DATE: If there are no adverse
comments received, the direct final rule
is effective on December 26, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael T. Lesar, Federal Register
Liaison Officer, telephone (301) 415—
7163.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

On page 60339, in the second column,
in the ADDRESSES section, in the third
paragraph, in the third line, the website
address should be “http://
ruleforum.llnl.gov.”

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 13th day
of December 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Michael T. Lesar,

Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 00-32304 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am)|]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
34 CFR Parts 606, 607, and 608

Developing Hispanic-Serving
Institutions Program, Strengthening
Institutions Program, American Indian
Tribally Controlled Colleges and
Universities Program, and
Strengthening Historically Black
Colleges and Universities Program

AGENCY: Office of Postsecondary
Education, Department of Education.

ACTION: Final regulations.

SUMMARY: We are amending the
regulations governing the Developing
Hispanic-Serving Institutions,
Strengthening Institutions, American
Indian Tribally Controlled Colleges and
Universities, and Strengthening

Historically Black Colleges and
Universities Programs to incorporate
statutory changes made by the Higher
Education Amendments of 1998 (1998
Amendments). The 1998 Amendments
provide that if grantee institutions
under the Developing Hispanic-Serving
Institutions, Strengthening Institutions,
American Indian Tribally Controlled
Colleges and Universities, and
Strengthening Historically Black
Colleges and Universities Programs use
grant funds to establish or increase
endowment funds, we can subject that
use to appropriate requirements under
the Endowment Challenge Grant
Program. These amendments to the
regulations implement the statutory
changes.

DATES: These regulations are effective
January 18, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Darlene Collins, U.S. Department of
Education, 1990 K Street, NW., Room
6032, Washington, DC 20006—8512.
Telephone: (202) 502—7576. If you use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD), you may call the Federal
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1—
800-877-8339.

Individuals with disabilities may
obtain this document in an alternative
format (e.g., Braille, large print,
audiotape, or computer diskette) on
request to the contact person listed in
the preceding paragraph.
SUPPLEMEMTARY INFORMATION:

Background

As amended by the 1998
Amendments, sections 311(d)(1),
316(c)(3)(A), 323(b)(1), and 503(c)(1) of
the Higher Education Act of 1965, as
amended (HEA), authorize grantee
institutions under the Strengthening
Institutions, American Indian Tribally
Controlled Colleges and Universities,
Strengthening Historically Black
Colleges and Universities, and
Developing Hispanic Serving-
Institutions Programs to use up to 20%
of their grants funds to establish or
increase endowment funds. Amended
sections 311(d)(3), 316(c)(3)(C),
323(b)(3), and 503(c)(3) of the HEA
provide, in effect, that we can subject an
institution’s use of grant funds for that
purpose to appropriate requirements in
the Endowment Challenge Grant
Program.

We implemented the Endowment
Challenge Grant Program requirements
in regulations contained in 34 CFR part
628. In the Federal Register of March
21, 2000, (65 FR 15115-15118) we
proposed to subject grantees’ use of
grant funds for endowments under the
Strengthening Institutions,
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Strengthening Historically Black
Colleges and Universities, and
Developing Hispanic Serving-
Institutions Programs to the following
Endowment Challenge Grant Program
regulatory provisions: §§628.3, 628.6,
628.10, and 628.41 through 628.47.We
revised the definition of the term
“endowment fund income” to clarify
that endowment fund income includes
fund appreciation and retained fund
interest and dividends. We revised the
institutional match requirement to
reflect the statutory requirement that the
match must be made on at least a one-
to-one basis, that is, each grant dollar to
be used for endowment purposes must
be matched with at least one non-
Federal dollar. Finally, if an institution
decides to use grant funds for
endowment fund purposes it must
immediately match those grant funds
with non-Federal dollars.

These proposals were included in
§606.10(d) for the Developing Hispanic-
Serving Institutions Program,
§607.10(d) for the Strengthening
Institutions Program, and §608.10(d) for
the Strengthening Historically Black
Colleges and Universities Program.

Changes from Proposed Regulations

On March 21, 2000, we published a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
for these programs in the Federal
Register (65 FR 15115). No comments
were received on the proposed
regulations. Except for minor editorial
revisions, including the addition of
specific references to the American
Indian Tribally Controlled Colleges and
Universities Program to clarify that
these provisions are applicable to that
program, there are no differences
between the NPRM and these final
regulations.

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

These proposed regulations do not
contain any information collection
requirements.

Intergovernmental Review

These programs are subject to
Executive Order 12372 and the
regulations in 34 CFR part 79. One of
the objectives in the Executive order is
to foster an intergovernmental
partnership and a strengthened
federalism. The Executive order relies
on processes developed by State and
local governments for coordination and
review of proposed Federal financial
assistance.

This document provides early
notification of our specific plans and
actions for these programs.

Assessment of Educational Impact

In the NPRM we requested comments
on whether the proposed regulations
would require transmission of
information that any other agency or
authority of the United States gathers or
makes available.

Based on the response to the NPRM
and on our review, we have determined
that these final regulations do not
require transmission of information that
any other agency or authority of the
United States gathers or makes
available.

Electronic Access to This Document

You may view this document, as well
as all other Department of Education
documents published in the Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portable
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet
at either of the following sites: http://
ocfo.ed.gov/fedreg.htm; http://
www.ed.gov/news.html.

To use PDF you must have Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at either of the previous sites. If you
have questions about using PDF, call the
U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO),
toll free, at 1-888—293—6498; or in the
Washington, DC area at (202) 512—1530.

Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/
index.html.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Numbers: 84.031S, 84.031A, and 84.031B)

List of Subjects in 34 CFR Parts 606,
607, and 608

Colleges and universities, Grant
programs-education, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: December 12, 2000.
A. Lee Fritschler,

Assistant Secretary, Office of Postsecondary
Education.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Secretary amends title 34
of the Code of Federal Regulations by
amending parts 606, 607, and 608 as
follows:

PART 606—DEVELOPING HISPANIC-
SERVING INSTITUTIONS PROGRAM

1. The authority citation for part 606
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1101 et seq., unless
otherwise noted.

2. Section 606.10 is amended by
adding a new paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§606.10 What activities may and may not
be carried out under a grant?
* * * * *

(d) Endowment funds. If a grantee
uses part of its grant funds to establish
or increase an endowment fund, it must
comply with the provisions of §§ 628.3,
628.6, 628.10, and 628.41 through
628.47 of this chapter with regard to the
use of those funds, except—

(1) The definition of the term
“endowment fund income” in § 628.6 of
this chapter does not apply. For the
purposes of this paragraph (d),
“endowment fund income” means an
amount equal to the total value of the
fund, including fund appreciation and
retained interest and dividends, minus
the endowment fund corpus;

(2) Instead of the requirement in
§628.10(a) of this chapter, the grantee
institution must match each dollar of
Federal grant funds used to establish or
increase an endowment fund with one
dollar of non-Federal funds; and

(3) Instead of the requirements in
§628.41(a)(3) through (a)(5) and the
introductory text in §628.41(b) and
§628.41(b)(2) and (b)(3) of this chapter,
if a grantee institution decides to use
any of its grant funds for endowment
purposes, it must match those grant
funds immediately with non-Federal
funds when it places those funds into its
endowment fund.

PART 607—STRENGTHENING
INSTITUTIONS PROGRAM

3. The authority citation for part 607
continues to read as follows:

AuthOI‘ity: 20 U.S.C. 1057-1059c, 1066—
1069f, unless otherwise noted.

4. Section 607.10 is amended by
adding a new paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§607.10 What activities may and may not
be carried out under a grant?
* * * * *

(d) Endowment funds. If a grantee
uses part of its grant funds to establish
or increase an endowment fund under
paragraphs (b)(11) or (b)(13)(xiii) of this
section, it must comply with the
provisions of §§628.3, 628.6, 628.10
and 628.41 through 628.47 of this
chapter with regard to the use of those
funds, except—

(1) The definition of the term
“endowment fund income” in § 628.6 of
this chapter does not apply. For the
purposes of this paragraph (d),
“endowment fund income’ means an
amount equal to the total value of the
fund, including fund appreciation and
retained interest and dividends, minus
the endowment fund corpus.
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(2) Instead of the requirement in
§628.10(a) of this chapter, the grantee
institution must match each dollar of
Federal grant funds used to establish or
increase an endowment fund with one
dollar of non-Federal funds; and

(3) Instead of the requirements in
§628.41(a)(3) through (a)(5) and the
introductory text in §628.41(b) and
§628.41(b)(2) and (b)(3) of this chapter,
if a grantee institution decides to use
any of its grant funds for endowment
purposes, it must match those grant
funds immediately with non-Federal
funds when it places those funds into its
endowment fund.

PART 608—STRENGTHENING
HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES
AND UNIVERSITIES PROGRAM

5. The authority citation for part 608
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1060 through 1063a,
1063c, 1066, 1068, 1069c, 1069d, and 1069f,
unless otherwise noted.

6. Section 608.10 is amended by
adding a new paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§608.10 What activities may be carried out
under a grant?
* * * * *

(d) Endowment funds. If a grantee
uses part of its grant funds to establish
or increase an endowment fund, it is
subject to the provisions of §§628.3,
628.6, 628.10 and 628.41 through 628.47
of this chapter with regard to the use of
those funds, except—

(1) The definition of the term
“endowment fund income” in § 628.6 of
this chapter does not apply. For the
purposes of this paragraph (d),
“endowment fund income’” means an
amount equal to the total value of the
fund, including fund appreciation and
retained interest and dividends, minus
the endowment fund corpus;

(2) Instead of the requirement in
§628.10(a) of this chapter, the grantee
institution must match each dollar of
Federal grant funds used to establish or
increase an endowment fund with one
dollar of non-Federal funds; and

(3) Instead of the requirements in
§628.41(a)(3) through (a)(5) and the
introductory text in §628.41(b) and
§628.41(b)(2) and (b)(3) of this chapter,
if a grantee institution decides to use
any of its grant funds for endowment
purposes, it must match those grant
funds immediately with non-Federal
funds when it places those funds into its
endowment fund.

[FR Doc. 00-32199 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

POSTAL SERVICE
39 CFR Part 111

Address Sequencing Service

AGENCY: Postal Service.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule adopts a
proposal to amend section A920 of the
Domestic Mail Manual (DMM) to
provide an electronic address
sequencing service.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 5, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
DeWitt Crawford, 901-681-4612.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 19, 2000, the Postal Service
published in the Federal Register a
proposed rule to amend section A920 of
the Domestic Mail Manual (65 FR
56518). Five comments were received.
All responses were in support of the
proposal, and only one of the five
offered suggested changes. In summary,
the following concerns were offered:
Concern in making sure that requestors
of sequencing services are fully aware
that owners of Computerized Delivery
Sequence (CDS) qualified address files
will include seeded addresses, provided
by the USPS, for the purpose of fraud
prevention. The same concern as
indicated in number 1 in regards to list
owners being notified of potential
fraudulent use of their address files.
Concern in the time frame and number
of attempts customers can submit
address files for qualification. Proposal
to implement a simplified payment for
electronic file services. Establishment of
an effective date for the activation of
electronic services and the
discontinuation of the manual address
card services. The first four suggestions
were accepted, with minor
modifications, but the fifth suggestion
was not accepted because we felt that
we need to evaluate how well the
electronic process functions before we
eliminate an existing service. The
revisions to proposed DMM A920 are
shown below.

List of Subjects in 39 CFR Part 111

Administrative practice and
procedure, Postal Service.

PART 111—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 39 CFR
part 111 is revised to read as follows:
Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552 (a); 39 U.S.C. 101,

401, 403, 414, 3001-3011, 3201-3219, 3403—
3406, 3621, 3626, 5001.

2. The Domestic Mail Manual is
amended by revising module A to read
as follows.

Domestic Mail Manual (DMM)
A Addressing

* * * * *

A900 Customer Support

* * * * *

A920 Address Sequencing Services
1.0 SERVICE LEVELS

[Amend 1.0 to add electronic file
options to read as follows:]

The USPS provides the following
levels of manual or electronic address
sequencing service for city carrier
routes, rural routes, highway contract
routes, and post office box sections:

a. Sequencing of address cards or
electronic address files.

b. Sequencing of address cards or
electronic address files, plus inserting
only blank cards for missing addresses
or missing sequence numbers for the
addresses missing from the electronic
files.

c. Sequencing of address cards or
electronic address files, plus inserting
cards with addresses for missing or new
addresses, or inserting addresses into
electronic files for missing or new
addresses.

d. For address cards or electronic
files, if qualification is met, the Postal
Service will provide seeded addresses to
the list owners for inclusion in their
address files for file protection.

e. If a request for sequencing contains
a seeded address, the owner of the
seeded address will be notified within
30 days of detection. If all known
possibilities of fraud can not be ruled
out, the request will be denied and the
Postal Inspection Service will be
notified.

[Amend the heading of 2.0 to read as
follows:]

2.0 CARD OR FILE PREPARATION
AND SUBMISSION

2.1 Color and Size

[Amend 2.1 to read as follows:]

When submitting cards, all address
cards must be made of white or buff-
colored card stock and of an identical
size (5 to 8%e inches long and 274 to
47, inches high). Blank cards for
missing and/or new addresses must be
of the same size as the submitted
address cards but of a different color. A
customer must provide enough cards to
equal at least 10% of the number of
address cards submitted.

2.2 Limitation

[Amend 2.2 to read as follows:]
The customer must not submit
address cards or an address file in

excess of 110% of the possible
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deliveries for a specific 5-digit ZIP Code
delivery area. Customers requesting the
service level in A920.1.0c will be
allowed three attempts to qualify a ZIP
Code for the service within a 12-month
period. Failure to qualify within three
attempts within 12 months will result in
a suspension of 1 year for any additional
attempts to qualify the ZIP Code.

2.3 Addressing Format

[Amend 2.3 to read as follows:]

Addressing format is specific to the
media being used.

a. Card Processing. Cards must be
faced in the same direction and bear
only one address each. The customer’s
current address information must be
computer-generated, typed, or printed
along the top of the card. The address
must be within 1 inch from the top edge
of the card in about the same location
on each card submitted. Each card must
include a complete address, but the ZIP
Code is optional. Street designators may
be abbreviated as shown in Publication
28, Postal Addressing Standards. When
sequence cards are used to obtain
address sequencing information for post
office boxes, the box section number
must be substituted for the carrier route
number (if shown).

b. Electronic Processing. The
customer must submit address files on
electronic media, as described by the
Postal Service. Call the National
Customer Support Center at 1-800-331—
5747 for a copy of the required format.

2.4 Header Cards

[Amend the first sentence of 2.4 and
add a second sentence to read as
follows:]

When submitting address cards
customers must provide carrier route
header cards, prepared with standard
80-column computer card stock (or
another size as described above). The
header cards must be typed, computer-

generated, or printed by the customer.
R

2.5 Delivery Unit Summary

[Amend 2.5 to read as follows:]

A Delivery Unit Summary must be
typed, computer-generated, or printed,
and provided by the customer for card
processing. A printed copy or electronic
file will be acceptable for address file
submissions. When submitting address
cards, an original and two copies must
be submitted for each 5-digit ZIP Code
delivery area. When submitting an
address file, an original and two copies
of a printed form or one electronic file
must be submitted for each 5-digit ZIP
Code delivery area. This form, used by
the Postal Service to provide summary
information to the customer, is

necessary for calculating total charges
for the service level provided. For
address card submissions, the original is
returned to the customer with the cards
as the customer’s bill. For electronic
address file submissions, a computer-
generated Delivery Unit Summary is
returned as the customer’s bill. Upon
receipt of payment, the ZIP Code will be
qualified for Computerized Delivery
Sequence (CDS), and product
fulfillment will begin. Examples of the
required hardcopy or electronic format
of the Delivery Unit Summary can be
obtained from the National Customer
Support Center (see G043 for address).

2.6 5-digit ZIP Codes

[Amend the first sentence of 2.6 to
read as follows:]

When submitting address cards, the
cards for each 5-digit ZIP Code area
must be placed in separate containers,
each with an envelope affixed
containing a packing list and Delivery
Unit Summary sheets for that 5-digit ZIP
Code area. * * *

[Amend the heading and text of 2.7 to
read as follows:]

2.7 Submitting Cards or Electronic
Files

The designated place for submission
of addresses for sequencing depends on
the type of media used.

a. Card Processing. The customer
must submit the containers of address
cards to the district manager of Address
Management Systems for carrier routes
within the corresponding district.
(Exception: Address cards only for
addresses in the city where the
customer is located may be submitted to
the postmaster of that city for
sequencing and correction.) Unless
directed otherwise, the customer must
address containers of address cards to:
Manager Address Management Systems,
United States Postal Service, [Street
Address], [City/State/Zip+4].

b. Electronic Processing. The
customer must submit address files on
electronic media, as described by the
Postal Service, to: Computerized
Delivery Sequencing Department,
National Customer Support Center,
United States Postal Service, 6060
Primacy PKWY STE 201, Memphis TN
38188-0001.

2.8 Postage

[Amend 2.8 by inserting the following
after the first sentence:]

* * * Address files can be mailed at
the appropriate rate or be electronically
transmitted, as determined by the USPS,
to the National Customer Support
Center. * * *

2.9 USPS Sequencing

[Amend 2.9 to read as follows:]

Unsequenced address cards received
at post offices or unsequenced address
files received at the National Customer
Support Center will be arranged in
sequence of carrier route delivery
without charge. Cards with incorrect or
undeliverable addresses are removed
from carrier route bundles, bundled
separately, and returned to the
customer. When address files are
submitted, incorrect or undeliverable
addresses are removed from the original
file and returned as a separate file.

[Amend the heading of 2.10 to read as
follows:]

2.10 USPS Time Limits and Billing

[Amend 2.10 so that the first sentence
reads as follows:]

The post office or the National
Customer Support Center, whichever
performs the service, returns the cards
or address file and the bill for applicable
charges to the customer within 15
working days after receiving a properly
prepared request for address
sequencing. * * *

2.11 Seasonal Addresses

[Amend 2.11 to read as follows:]

Under all service levels, correct
addresses subject to seasonal
occupancy, but which do not indicate
seasonal treatment, will be identified
with an “S” on cards or a flag on
address files. If the address is included
in a series such as those used for
apartment buildings, trailer parks, and
seasonal delivery areas in general, the
appropriate ‘“‘seasonal” indicator box is
checked on the card or flagged on the
address file. When correct address cards
or address files that are not subject to
seasonal occupancy but that include
seasonal treatment notations are
submitted, the seasonal indicator is
marked out on cards or left blank on
address files. For cards, a rubber band
is placed around the card to identify it
before it is put in carrier route sequence
order in the returned deck of cards. No
charge is assessed for this service.

[Amend the heading of 3.0 to read as
follows:]

3.0 SEQUENCING CARDS WITH
BLANKS FOR MISSING ADDRESSES
OR SEQUENCING ADDRESSES FILES
WITH MISSING SEQUENCE
NUMBERS

3.1 USPS Sequencing

[Amend 3.1 to read as follows:]

USPS employees at post offices (for
cards) or the National Customer Support
Center (for address files) arrange
unsequenced addresses in sequence of
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carrier route delivery without charge,
remove incorrect or undeliverable
addresses and, if cards, bundle
separately for return to the customer,
insert a blank card or missing sequence
number (for address files only) for each
existing address that is not included in
the customer’s cards or address file. (If
several addresses in a series are missing,
a single blank card is inserted for the
series showing the number of missing
addresses, or for address files a series of
missing sequence numbers will be
omitted identifying the number of
missing addresses.)

[Amend the heading of 3.2 to read as
follows:]

3.2 USPS Time Limits and Billing

[Amend 3.2 to read as follows:]

The post office (for cards) or the
National Customer Support Center (for
address files) returns the cards or
address file along with a bill for
applicable charges to the customer
within 15 working days after receiving
a properly prepared request for address
sequencing. This time limit does not
apply to cards received between
November 16 and January 1, which are
sequenced as promptly as possible.

[Amend the heading of 4.0 to read as
follows:]

4.0 SEQUENCING WITH ADDRESS
CARDS OR ADDRESS FILE
SEQUENCING WITH ADDRESSES
ADDED FOR MISSING AND NEW
ADDRESSES

4.1 USPS Sequencing

[Amend 4.1 to read as follows:]

USPS employees at post offices (for
cards) or the National Customer Support
Center (for address files) arrange
unsequenced addresses in sequence of
carrier route delivery without charge,
remove incorrect or undeliverable
addresses and, if cards, bundle
separately for return to the customer or,
if an address file, return as a separate
file, and add new or missing addresses
(including rural address conversions to
city delivery) for each existing address
that is not included in the customer’s
cards or address file.

[Amend the heading and text of 4.2 to
read as follows:]

4.2 Separate Address Groups

Separate groups of address cards must
be submitted for the addresses in each
5-digit ZIP Code delivery area: city
carrier (residential addresses only); city
carrier (business addresses only); city
carrier (combination of residential and
business addresses); rural and highway
contract route addresses; or post office
box addresses (whether business,
residential, or a combination). If

submitting an electronic address file, a
single file meeting the same
requirements is acceptable. Each group
must be accompanied by a statement
showing:

a. Types of addresses (i.e., residential,
business, or a combination).

b. Number of addresses on the cards
or in the address file.

c. Name, mailing address, and
telephone number of the list owner or
agent.

* * * * *

4.4 Address Percentage

[Amend 4.4 to read as follows:]

For the 5-digit ZIP Code area, the
mailing list that the cards or address file
represents must contain 90% of all
possible residential or business city
carrier addresses for addresses in the
respective address group, 90% of all city
carrier addresses for addresses in a
combination residential/business
address group, or 90% of all possible
deliveries for addresses in rural/
highway contract route and post office
box groups.

* * * * *

[Amend the heading and the first

sentence of 4.6 to read as follows:]

4.6 Resubmitting Cards or Address
File

Customers must monitor community
growth and determine when address
cards or address files need to be
submitted for resequencing to maintain
the 90% eligibility level of address
coverage. * * *

5.0 SERVICE CHARGES
5.1 Basic Service

[Amend the first sentence of 5.1 to
read as follows:]

For sequencing of address cards or
address files, the applicable fee is
charged for each address card or address
that is removed because of an incorrect
or undeliverable address. * * *

5.2 Blanks for Missing Addresses

[Amend 5.2 to read as follows:]

For sequencing of address cards or
address files with total possible
deliveries shown, the applicable fee is
charged for each address card or address
that is removed because it is incorrect
or undeliverable. No charge is assessed
for the insertion of blank cards or
missing sequence numbers (for address
files) showing the range of missing
addresses in a submitted list.

5.3 Missing or New Addresses

[Amend the first sentence of 5.3 to
read as follows:]

For sequencing of address cards or
address files with missing or new

addresses added, the applicable fee is
charged for each address card or address
that is removed because it is incorrect
or undeliverable, and for each address
(possible delivery) that is added to the

customer’s list. * * *
* * * * *

5.5 Free Services

[Amend 5.5a to read as follows:]

These services are provided at no
charge for all three levels of service:

a. If the customer includes a rural
address (box number) in a deck of cards
or address file submitted for sequencing,
and a street address is assigned to that
box number so it can be served on a city
delivery route, a correct address card or

address is included at no charge.
* * * * *

6.0 Submitting Properly Sequenced
Mailings

6.1 Customer Responsibility

[Amend the first sentence in 6.1 to
read as follows:]

The customer must ensure that
mailings are prepared in correct carrier
route delivery sequence, and resequence

cards or an address file when necessary.
R

6.2 Changes

[Amend 6.2 to read as follows:]

When delivery changes affect delivery
sequence but do not cause scheme
changes, card customers will be notified
in writing and must then submit cards
for the affected routes or the complete
ZIP Code for resequencing.
Computerized Delivery Sequence (CDS)
customers will automatically receive an
updated electronic file from the Postal
Service.

6.3 Out-of-Sequence

[Amend the third sentence in 6.3 to
read as follows:]

* * * [f the customer does not take
corrective action, the USPS gives
written notice that the customer is no
longer allowed to submit address cards
to the post office or address files to the
National Customer Support Center for
sequencing. * * *

6.4 Reinstatement

[Amend 6.4 to read as follows:]

Generally, a customer denied address
card or address file sequencing service
for a specific ZIP Code may not submit
address cards (to the post office) or
address files (to the National Customer
Support Center) for sequencing where
that sequencing service was terminated
for 1 year after the effective date of
termination. After that time, the
customer is again authorized to submit
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the ZIP Code address cards (to the post
office) or address files (to the National
Customer Support Center) for
sequencing. At any time during the year
after termination of service, the
customer may renew the submission if
the postmaster (for address cards) or the
National Customer Support Center (for
address files) is convinced that the
customer has taken all necessary action
to correct the past errors.

Stanley F. Mires,

Chief Counsel, Legislative.

[FR Doc. 00-32159 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-12-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 52 and 70
[CA224-0263; FRL—6864—3]

Clean Air Act Final Interim Approval of
the Operating Permits Program;
Approval of State Implementation Plan
Revision for the Issuance of Federally
Enforceable State Operating Permits;
Antelope Valley Air Pollution Control
District, California

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final interim approval.

SUMMARY: The EPA is promulgating
interim approval of the Operating
Permits Program submitted by the
California Air Resources Board on
behalf of the Antelope Valley Air
Pollution Control District (APCD),
California (Antelope Valley or District)
for the purpose of complying with
Federal requirements for an approvable
State program to issue operating permits
to all major stationary sources, and to
certain other sources. In addition, EPA
is promulgating final approval of a
revision to Antelope Valley’s portion of
the California State Implementation
Plan (SIP) regarding synthetic minor
regulations for the issuance of federally
enforceable state operating permits
(FESOP). In order to extend the federal
enforceability of state operating permits
to hazardous air pollutants (HAP), EPA
is also finalizing approval of Antelope
Valley’s synthetic minor regulations
pursuant to section 112(1)of the Clean
Air Act (CAA or Act). Finally, today’s
action grants final approval to Antelope
Valley’s mechanism for receiving
delegation of section 112 standards as
promulgated.
DATES: Effective date: January 18, 2001.
Expiration date: January 11, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the District’s
submittal and other supporting

information used in developing the final
interim approval are available for
inspection during normal business
hours at the following location: Permits
Office, Air—3, Air Division, U.S. EPA,
Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street, San
Francisco, California 94105.

Copies of the submitted rules are also
available for inspection at the following
locations:

California Air Resources Board, 2020
L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

Antelope Valley Air Pollution Control
District, 43301 Division Street, Suite
206, Lancaster, CA 93539—4409
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Duong Nguyen (telephone 415/744—
1142), Mail Code Air-3, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IX, Air Division, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background and Purpose

A. Introduction

Title V of the 1990 Clean Air Act
Amendments (sections 501-507 of the
Act) and implementing regulations at 40
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) part
70 require that States develop and
submit operating permits programs to
EPA by November 15, 1993, and that
EPA act to approve or disapprove each
program within 1 year after receiving
the submittal. The EPA’s program
review occurs pursuant to section 502 of
the Act and the part 70 regulations,
which together outline criteria for
approval or disapproval. Where a
program substantially, but not fully,
meets the requirements of part 70, EPA
may grant the program interim approval
for a period of up to 2 years. If EPA has
not fully approved a program by 2 years
after the November 15, 1993 date, or by
the end of an interim program, it must
establish and implement a Federal
program.

On March 31, 2000, EPA proposed
interim approval of the operating
permits program for Antelope Valley
APCD, California. See 65 FR 17231. The
Federal Register document also
proposed approval of the District’s
interim mechanism for implementing
section 112(g) and program for
delegation of section 112 standards as
promulgated. Public comment was
solicited on these proposed actions.
EPA received no public comment on the
proposal. In this notice, EPA is
promulgating interim approval of
Antelope Valley’s operating permits
program. EPA is also clarifying the
section 112(g) implementation
discussion in the proposed rulemaking.
The clarification is not a substantive
change from the proposed rulemaking

(see I1.B.2). This final rulemaking also
approves the delegation mechanism to
implement section 112(l) as noted
above. On June 28, 1989 (54 FR 27274),
EPA published criteria for approving
and incorporating into the SIP
regulatory programs for the issuance of
federally enforceable state operating
permits. Permits issued pursuant to a
program meeting the June 28, 1989
criteria and approved into the SIP are
considered federally enforceable for
criteria pollutants. The synthetic minor
mechanism may also be used to create
federally enforceable limits for
emissions of HAP if it is approved
pursuant to section 112(l) of the Act.

In the March 31, 2000 Federal
Register document, EPA also proposed
approval of Antelope Valley’s synthetic
minor program for creating federally
enforceable limits in District operating
permits. In this document, EPA is
promulgating approval of the synthetic
minor program for Antelope Valley as a
revision to the District’s SIP and
pursuant to section 112(l) of the Act.

II. Final Action and Implications
A. Analysis of State Submission
Comments

On March 31, 2000, EPA proposed
interim approval of Antelope Valley’s
title V operating permits program as it
was submitted on January 26, 1999. EPA
received no adverse public comment on
Antelope Valley’s title V operating
permits program, the proposed approval
of Antelope Valley’s synthetic minor
program, or program for receiving
section 112(1) standards as
promulgated.

B. Final Action

1. Title V Operating Permits Program

The EPA is promulgating interim
approval of Antelope Valley’s title V
operating permits program as submitted
on January 26, 1999. EPA did not
receive any comments on the changes
that were outlined as necessary for full
approval. Therefore, the program
deficiencies described in the proposed
rulemaking, under II.B.1.(a), Proposed
Interim Approval, and the legislative
deficiency outlined under II.B.1.(b),
Legislative Source Category-Limited
Interim Approval Issue, must be
corrected in order for the District to be
granted full approval. The scope of the
Antelope Valley’s part 70 program
approved in this notice applies to all
part 70 sources (as defined in the
approved program) within the District,
except any sources of air pollution over
which an Indian Tribe has jurisdiction.
See, e.g., 59 FR 55813, 55815-55818
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(Nov. 9, 1994). The term “Indian Tribe”
is defined under the Act as “any Indian
tribe, band, nation, or other organized
group or community, including any
Alaska Native village, which is
Federally recognized as eligible for the
special programs and services provided
by the United States to Indians because
of their status as Indians.” See section
302(r) of the CAA; see also 59 FR 43956,
43962 (Aug. 25, 1994); 58 FR 54364
(Oct. 21, 1993).

This interim approval, which may not
be renewed, extends until January 21,
2003. During this interim approval
period, Antelope Valley is protected
from sanctions, and EPA is not obligated
to promulgate, administer and enforce a
Federal operating permits program in
this District. Permits issued under a
program with interim approval have full
standing with respect to part 70, and the
1-year time period for submittal of
permit applications by subject sources
begins upon the effective date of this
interim approval, as does the 3-year
time period for processing the initial
permit applications. If Antelope Valley
fails to submit a complete corrective
program for full approval by July 21,
2002, EPA will start an 18-month clock
for mandatory sanctions. If the District
then fails to submit a corrective program
that EPA finds complete before the
expiration of that 18-month period, EPA
will be required to apply one of the
sanctions in section 179(b)of the Act,
which will remain in effect until EPA
determines that the District has
corrected the deficiency by submitting a
complete corrective program. Moreover,
if the Administrator finds a lack of good
faith on the part of Antelope Valley,
both sanctions under section 179(b) will
apply after the expiration of the 18-
month period until the Administrator
determines that the District has come
into compliance. In any case, if, six
months after application of the first
sanction, Antelope Valley still has not
submitted a corrective program that EPA
has found complete, a second sanction
will be required.

If EPA disapproves Antelope Valley’s
complete corrective program, EPA will
be required to apply one of the section
179(b) sanctions on the date 18 months
after the effective date of the
disapproval, unless prior to that date the
District has submitted a revised program
and EPA has determined that it
corrected the deficiencies that prompted
the disapproval. Moreover, if the
Administrator finds a lack of good faith
on the part of Antelope Valley, both
sanctions under section 179(b) shall
apply after the expiration of the 18-
month period until the Administrator
determines that the District has come

into compliance. In all cases, if, six
months after EPA applies the first
sanction, Antelope Valley has not
submitted a revised program that EPA
has determined corrects the
deficiencies, a second sanction is
required.

In addition, discretionary sanctions
may be applied where warranted any
time after the expiration of an interim
approval period if Antelope Valley has
not submitted a timely and complete
corrective program or EPA has
disapproved its submitted corrective
program. Moreover, if EPA has not
granted full approval to the District’s
program by the expiration of this
interim approval and that expiration
occurs after November 15, 1995, EPA
must promulgate, administer and
enforce a federal permits program for
Antelope Valley upon interim approval
expiration.

2. Implementing Section 112(g)

In the March 31, 2000 proposed
rulemaking for interim approval of
Antelope Valley’s title V operating
permits program, EPA proposed
approving the use of Antelope Valley’s
preconstruction review program. The
proposal was intended as a mechanism
to implement section 112(g) during the
transition period between promulgation
of EPA’s section 112(g) rule and
adoption by Antelope Valley of rule(s)
specifically designed to implement
section 112(g).

This final rulemaking clarifies the
proposed rulemaking by noting that the
section 112(g) rule, titled “Hazardous
Air Pollutants: Regulations Governing
Constructed or Reconstructed Major
Sources,” was actually promulgated by
EPA on December 27, 1996. The rule
specified that permitting authorities
must adopt a program (rule) to
implement section 112(g) with an
effective date of June 29, 1998, and that
a permitting authority must certify and
notify EPA by this date that the program
meet the requirements of 112(g). A
subsequent EPA rulemaking on June 30,
1999 granted a 30-month transitional
period to permitting authorities that
were unable to initiate a program to
implement section 112(g) after June 29,
1998. During this transitional period,
which expires on December 29, 2000, a
permitting authority may (1) Request
EPA to issue section 112(g)
determinations, or (2) make section
112(g) determinations and issue a notice
of Maximum Available Control
Technology (MACT) that will become
final and legally enforceable after EPA
concurs in writing with the permitting
authority’s determination. Failure by the
permitting authority to adopt a program

to implement section 112(g) after the
transitional period ends shall be
construed as a failure by the permitting
authority to adequately administer and
enforce its title V operating permits
program and shall constitute cause by
EPA to apply the sanctions and
remedies set forth in the Clean Air Act
section 502(I).

On July 24, 1998, Antelope Valley
submitted a letter to EPA indicating its
intention to rely on an existing, but
incomplete Toxic New Source Review
rule and case-by-case MACT
determinations in the transitional
period to comply with the section 112(g)
rule. Antelope Valley is in the process
of developing and adopting a revised
rule to implement section 112(g) by
December 2000.

This final rulemaking hereby
reiterates that failure by Antelope Valley
to adopt a program (rule) to implement
section 112(g) after December 29, 2000
shall be viewed as failure to adequately
administer and enforce its title V
operating permits program and could
trigger sanctions and remedies as
prescribed in section 502 of the Act.
Since this section 112(g)
implementation discussion merely
clarifies the language in the proposed
rulemaking on March 31, 2000 and
provides additional information on the
issue, it is not a substantive change from
the proposed rulemaking.

3. Program for Delegation of Section 112
Standards as Promulgated

Requirements for part 70 program
approval, specified in 40 CFR 70.4(b),
encompass section 112(1)(5)
requirements for approval of a program
for delegation of section 112 standards
as promulgated by EPA as they apply to
part 70 sources. Section 112(1)(5)
requires that the District’s program
contain adequate authorities, adequate
resources for implementation, and an
expeditious compliance schedule,
which are also requirements under part
70. Therefore, EPA is also promulgating
approval under section 112(1)(5) and 40
CFR 63.91 of Antelope Valley’s program
for receiving delegation of section 112
standards that are unchanged from the
federal standards as promulgated. This
program for delegations applies to both
existing and future standards but is
limited to sources covered by the part
70 program.

4. State Operating Permit Program for
Synthetic Minors

EPA is promulgating full approval of
Antelope Valley’s synthetic minor
operating permit program, adopted by
the District on March 17, 1998, and
submitted to EPA by the California Air
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Resources Board, on behalf of Antelope
Valley, on February 16, 1999. The
synthetic minor operating permit
program is being approved into
Antelope Valley’s SIP pursuant to part
52 and the five approval criteria set out
in the June 28, 1989 Federal Register
document (54 FR 27282). EPA is also
promulgating full approval pursuant to
section 112(1)(5) of the Act so that HAP
emission limits in synthetic minor
operating permits may be deemed
federally enforceable.

III. Administrative Requirements
A. Executive Order 12866

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has exempted this regulatory
action from Executive Order 12866,
entitled ‘“Regulatory Planning and
Review.”

B. Executive Order 13045

Executive Order 13045, entitled
Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety
Risks (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997),
applies to any rule that: (1) Is
determined to be “economically
significant”” as defined under Executive
Order 12866, and (2) concerns an
environmental health or safety risk that
EPA has reason to believe may have a
disproportionate effect on children. If
the regulatory action meets both criteria,
the Agency must evaluate the
environmental health or safety effects of
the planned rule on children, and
explain why the planned regulation is
preferable to other potentially effective
and reasonably feasible alternatives
considered by the Agency.

This rule is not subject to Executive
Order 13045 because it does not involve
decisions intended to mitigate
environmental health or safety risks.

C. Executive Order 13084

Under Executive Order 13084,
Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments, EPA may
not issue a regulation that is not
required by statute, that significantly
affects or uniquely affects the
communities of Indian tribal
governments, and that imposes
substantial direct compliance costs on
those communities, unless the Federal
government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
costs incurred by the tribal
governments. If the mandate is
unfunded, EPA must provide to OMB,
in a separately identified section of the
preamble to the rule, a description of
the extent of EPA’s prior consultation
with representatives of affected tribal
governments, a summary of the nature

of their concerns, and a statement
supporting the need to issue the
regulation. In addition, Executive Order
13084 requires EPA to develop an
effective process permitting elected and
other representatives of Indian tribal
governments ‘‘to provide meaningful
and timely input in the development of
regulatory policies on matters that
significantly or uniquely affect their
communities.”

Today’s rule does not significantly or
uniquely affect the communities of
Indian tribal governments. Accordingly,
the requirements of section 3(b) of
Executive Order 13084 do not apply to
this rule.

D. Executive Order 13132

Executive Order 13132, entitled
Federalism (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999) revokes and replaces Executive
Orders 12612, Federalism and 12875,
Enhancing the Intergovernmental
Partnership. Executive Order 13132
requires EPA to develop an accountable
process to ensure ‘“‘meaningful and
timely input by State and local officials
in the development of regulatory
policies that have federalism
implications.” “Policies that have
federalism implications” is defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that have “substantial direct
effects on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.” Under
Executive Order 13132, EPA may not
issue a regulation that has federalism
implications, that imposes substantial
direct compliance costs, and that is not
required by statute, unless the Federal
government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
costs incurred by State and local
governments, or EPA consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. EPA also may not issue a
regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law unless the Agency consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation.

This rule will not have substantial
direct effects on the States, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132, because it
merely acts on a state rule implementing
a federal standard, and does not alter
the relationship or the distribution of
power and responsibilities established

in the Clean Air Act. Thus, the
requirements of section 6 of the
Executive Order do not apply to this
rule.

E. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
generally requires an agency to conduct
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any
rule subject to notice and comment
rulemaking requirements unless the
agency certifies that the rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small not-for-profit enterprises, and
small governmental jurisdictions.

This final rule will not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities because SIP
approvals under section 110 and
subchapter I, part D of the Clean Air Act
do not create any new requirements but
simply act on requirements that the
State is already imposing. Therefore,
because the Federal SIP approval does
not create any new requirements, I
certify that this action will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Moreover, due to the nature of the
Federal-State relationship under the
Clean Air Act, preparation of flexibility
analysis would constitute Federal
inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of state action. The
Clean Air Act forbids EPA to base its
actions concerning SIPs on such
grounds. Union Electric Co. v. U.S. EPA,
427 U.S. 246, 255-66 (1976); 42 U.S.C.
7410(a)(2).

F. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12 of the National Technology
Transfer and Advancement Act
(NTTAA) of 1995 requires Federal
agencies to evaluate existing technical
standards when developing a new
regulation. To comply with NTTAA,
EPA must consider and use ‘““voluntary
consensus standards” (VCS) if available
and applicable when developing
programs and policies unless doing so
would be inconsistent with applicable
law or otherwise impractical.

EPA believes that VCS are
inapplicable to today’s action because it
does not require the public to perform
activities conducive to the use of VCS.

G. Submission to Congress and the
Comptroller General

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December 19, 2000/Rules and Regulations

79317

submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this rule and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This rule is not a “major” rule as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

H. Petitions for Judicial Review

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by February 20,
2001. Filing a petition for
reconsideration by the Administrator of
this final rule does not affect the finality
of this rule for the purposes of judicial
review nor does it extend the time
within which a petition for judicial
review may be filed, and shall not
postpone the effectiveness of such rule
or action. This action may not be
challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. (See section

307(b)(2).)
I. Unfunded Mandates

Under section 202 of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(“Unfunded Mandates Act”’), signed
into law on March 22, 1995, EPA must
prepare a budgetary impact statement to
accompany any proposed or final rule
that includes a Federal mandate that
may result in estimated costs to State,
local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate; or to private sector, of $100
million or more. Under section 205,
EPA must select the most cost-effective
and least burdensome alternative that
achieves the objectives of the rule and
is consistent with statutory
requirements. Section 203 requires EPA
to establish a plan for informing and
advising any small governments that
may be significantly or uniquely
impacted by the rule.

EPA has determined that the approval
action promulgated does not include a
Federal mandate that may result in
estimated costs of $100 million or more
to either State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate, or to the
private sector. This Federal action acts
on pre-existing requirements under
State or local law, and imposes no new
requirements. Accordingly, no
additional costs to State, local, or tribal
governments, or to the private sector,
result from this action.

List of Subjects
40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Lead, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Particulate matter, Sulfur oxides,
Volatile organic compounds.

40 CFR Part 70

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Hazardous
substances, Intergovernmental relations,
Operating permits, and Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: August 21, 2000.

Felicia Marcus,
Regional Administrator, Region 9.

Chapter I, title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Subpart F—California

2. Section 52.220 is amended by
adding paragraph (c)(262)(i)(E) to read
as follows:

§52.220 Identification of plan.

* * * * *

C]* * %

(
(262] L
(i) * * *

(E) Antelope Valley Air Pollution
Control District.

(1) Rule 225, adopted March 17, 1998.

* * * * *

PART 70—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 70
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

2. Appendix A to part 70 is amended
by adding paragraph (ii) to the entry for
California to read as follows:

Appendix A to Part 70—Approval
Status of State and Local Operating
Permits Programs

* * * * *
California
* * * * *

(ii) Antelope Valley Air Pollution
Control District (complete submittal
received on January 26, 1999); interim
approval effective on January 18, 2001;

interim approval expires January 21,
2003.

* * * * *

[FR Doc. 00-32031 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[MM Docket No. 92-3, RM—-7874, RM—7958]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Prineville and Sisters, OR

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document dismisses a
Petition for Reconsideration filed jointly
by multiple licensees in Oregon directed
to the Report and Order in this
proceeding which upgraded Station
KPXA, Sisters, Oregon, to specify
operation on Channel 281C1. See 57 FR
47006, October 14, 1992.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Hayne, Mass Media Bureau (202)
418-2177.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s
Memorandum Opinion and Order in
MM Docket No. 92-3, adopted
December 6, 2000, and released
December 8, 2000. The full text of this
decision is available for inspection and
copying during normal business hours
in the FCC Reference Information Center
at Portals 11, CY—A257, 445 12th Street,
SW, Washington, DC. The complete text
of this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
Inc., (202) 857-3805, 1231 M Street,
NW, Washington, DC 20036.

Federal Communications Commission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 00-32245 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 002767; MM Docket No. 00-150; RM—
9944]

Radio Broadcasting Services;
Lewistown, MT

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.
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SUMMARY: This document allots Channel
300C1 at Lewistown, Montana, in
response to a petition filed by
Lewistown Radio. See 65 FR 53974,
September 6, 2000. The coordinates for
Channel 300C1 at Lewistown are 47—
03—45 NL and 109-25-39 WL. Although
concurrence of the Canadian
Government has been requested for the
allotment of Channel 300C1,
notification has not been received.
Therefore, operation with the facilities
specified for Lewistown herein is
subject to modification, suspension, or
termination without right to hearing, if
found by the Commission to be
necessary in order to conform to the
1991 Canada-USA FM Broadcast
Agreement or if specifically objected to
by Canada. A filing window for Channel
300C1 at Lewistown will not be opened
at this time. Instead, the issue of
opening a filing window for this
channel will be addressed by the
Commission in a subsequent order.

DATES: Effective January 22, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418—-2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 00-150,
adopted November 29, 2000, and
released December 8, 2000.

The full text of this Commission
decision is available for inspection and
copying during normal business hours
in the Commission’s Reference Center,
445 12th Street, SW, Washington, DC.
The complete text of this decision may
also be purchased from the
Commission’s copy contractors,
International Transcription Services,
Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC. 20036, (202) 857—-3800,
facsimile (202) 857—-3805.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

Part 73 of title 47 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

1. The authority citation for Part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 334 and 336.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments under Montana, is amended
by adding Channel 300C1 at Lewistown.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 00-32246 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 00-2773; MM Docket No. 00-107; RM—
9891]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Florence
and Comobabi, AZ

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document substitutes
Channel 276C for Channel 276C1 at
Florence, Arizona, and modifies the
license of Station KCDX accordingly, as
requested by Desert West Air Ranchers.
Additionally, Channel *275A,
Comobabi, Arizona, is removed from
Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments since no expression of
interest in retaining a Class A channel
at that community was received. See 65
FR 41037, July 3, 2000. Coordinates
used for Channel 276C at Florence,
Arizona, are 32—48-45 NL and 110-57—
30 WL. As Florence is located within
320 kilometers (199 miles) of the U.S.-
Mexico border, concurrence of the
Mexican government to this allotment
was requested, but has not been
received. Therefore, the allotment of
Channel 276C at Florence is
conditioned on concurrence of the
Mexican government in accordance
with the 1992 USA-Mexico FM
Broadcast Agreement.

DATES: Effective January 22, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy Joyner, Mass Media Bureau, (202)
418-2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Report
and Order, MM Docket No. 00-107,
adopted November 29, 2000, and
released December 8, 2000. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC’s
Reference Information Center (Room
CY-A257), 445 Twelfth Street, SW.,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 857—-3800.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

Part 73 of title 47 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

1. The authority citation for part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 334 and 336.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments under Arizona, is amended
by removing Comobabi, Channel *275A.

3. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments under Arizona, is amended
by removing Channel 276C1 and adding
Channel 276C at Florence.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 00-32248 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration

49 CFR Part 219

[Docket No. RSOR-6; Notice No. 49]
RIN 2130-AA81

Alcohol and Drug Testing:

Determination of Minimum Random
Testing Rates for 2001

AGENCY: Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of determination.

SUMMARY: Using data from Management
Information System annual reports, FRA
has determined that the 1999 rail
industry random testing positive rate
was .82 percent for drugs and .13
percent for alcohol. Since the industry-
wide random drug testing positive rate
continues to be below 1.0 percent, the
Federal Railroad Administrator
(Administrator) has determined that the
minimum annual random drug testing
rate for the period January 1, 2001
through December 31, 2001 will remain
at 25 percent of covered railroad
employees. Since the random alcohol
testing violation rate has remained
below .5 percent for the last two years,
the Administrator has determined that
the minimum random alcohol testing
rate will remain at 10 percent of covered
railroad employees for the period
January 1, 2001 through December 31,
2001.
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DATES: This notice is effective December
19, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lamar Allen, Alcohol and Drug Program
Manager, Office of Safety Enforcement,
Mail Stop 25, Federal Railroad
Administration, 1120 Vermont Avenue,
NW., Washington, DC 20005,
(Telephone: (202) 493-6313).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Administrator’s Determination of 2001
Random Drug and Alcohol Testing
Rates

In a final rule published on December
2, 1994 (59 FR 62218), FRA announced
that it will set future minimum random
drug and alcohol testing rates according
to the rail industry’s overall positive
rate, which is determined using annual
railroad drug and alcohol program data
taken from FRA’s Management
Information System. Based on this data,
the Administrator publishes a Federal
Register notice each year, announcing
the minimum random drug and alcohol
testing rates for the following year (see
49 CFR §§ 602 and 608).

Under this performance-based system,
FRA may lower the minimum random
drug testing rate to 25 percent whenever

the industry-wide random drug positive
rate is less than 1.0 percent for two
calendar years while testing at 50
percent. (For both drugs and alcohol,
FRA reserves the right to consider other
factors, such as the number of positives
in its post-accident testing program,
before deciding whether to lower annual
minimum random testing rates). FRA
will return the rate to 50 percent if the
industry-wide random drug positive rate
is 1.0 percent or higher in any
subsequent calendar year.

In 1994, FRA set the 1995 minimum
random drug testing rate at 25 percent
because 1992 and 1993 industry drug
testing data indicated a random drug
testing positive rate below 1.0 percent;
since then FRA has continued to set the
minimum random drug testing rate at 25
percent as the industry positive rate has
consistently remained below 1.0
percent. In this notice, FRA announces
that the minimum random drug testing
rate will remain at 25 percent of covered
railroad employees for the period
January 1, 2001 through December 31,
2001, since the industry random drug
testing positive rate for 1999 was .82
percent.

FRA implemented a parallel
performance-based system for random

alcohol testing. Under this system, if the
industry-wide violation rate is less than
1.0 percent but greater than .5 percent,
the rate will be 25 percent. FRA will
raise the rate to 50 percent if the
industry-wide violation rate is 1.0
percent or higher in any subsequent
calendar year. FRA may lower the
minimum random alcohol testing rate to
10 percent whenever the industry-wide
violation rate is less than .5 percent for
two calendar years while testing at a
higher rate. Since the industry-wide
violation rate for alcohol has remained
below .5 percent for the last two years,
FRA is maintaining the minimum
random alcohol testing rate at 10
percent of covered railroad employees
for the period January 1, 2001 through
December 31, 2001.

This notice sets the minimum random
testing rates required next year.
Railroads remain free, as always, to
conduct random testing at higher rates.

Issued in Washington, DC. on December
14, 2000.
Jolene M. Molitoris,
Federal Railroad Administrator.
[FR Doc. 00-32321 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-06—P
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rules.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

5 CFR Part 532
RIN 3206-AJ30

Prevailing Rate Systems; Change in
the Survey Cycle for the Pennington,
SD, Nonappropriated Fund Wage Area

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.

ACTION: Proposed rule with request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel
Management is issuing a proposed rule
that would change the timing of local
wage surveys in the Pennington, South
Dakota, nonappropriated fund (NAF)
Federal Wage System (FWS) wage area.
The change would help balance the
workload for the Department of Defense
and improve the amount and quality of
data it collects during local annual wage
surveys in the Pennington wage area.
DATES: The Office of Personnel
Management must receive comments by
January 18, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Send or deliver comments
to Donald J. Winstead, Assistant
Director for Compensation
Administration, Workforce
Compensation and Performance Service,
Office of Personnel Management, Room
7H31, 1900 E Street NW., Washington,
DC 20415-8200, or FAX: (202) 606—
4264.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chenty I. Carpenter at (202) 606—8359;
by FAX at (202) 606—4264; or by email
at cicarpen@opm.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Defense (DOD) has
requested that the Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) change the timing
of local wage surveys in the Pennington,
South Dakota, nonappropriated fund
(NAF) Federal Wage System (FWS)
wage area. Full-scale wage surveys
currently begin in January of each even-
numbered fiscal year. Full-scale wage
surveys would begin in the future in
June of each even-numbered fiscal year.
Under section 532.207 of title 5, Code of

Federal Regulations, the scheduling of
wage surveys takes into consideration
the best timing in relation to wage
adjustments in the principal local
private enterprise establishments,
reasonable distribution of workload of
the lead agency, timing of surveys for
nearby wage areas, and scheduling
relationships with other pay surveys.
DOD asked OPM to change the
starting time for local wage surveys in
the Pennington wage area to June of
even fiscal years to help avoid the
problems created by inclement weather
in western South Dakota during the
month of January and to balance the
overall workload of its NAF survey
office. DOD would conduct its regular
wage-change survey in January 2001,
then it would conduct full-scale wage
surveys in Pennington County in June

2001 and June 2002.
The Federal Prevailing Rate Advisory

Committee, the national labor-
management committee responsible for
advising OPM on matters concerning
the pay of FWS employees,
recommended by consensus that we
change the full-scale survey cycle for
the Pennington NAF wage area from
January of even-numbered fiscal years to
June of even-numbered fiscal years.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

I certify that this regulation would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because it would affect only Federal
agencies and employees.

List of Subjects in 5 CFR Part 532
Administrative practice and
procedure, Freedom of information,
Government employees, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Wages.
U.S. Office of Personnel Management.
Janice R. Lachance,
Director.
Accordingly, the Office of Personnel
Management proposes to amend 5 CFR
part 532 as follows:

PART 532—PREVAILING RATE
SYSTEMS

1. The authority citation for part 532
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 5343, 5346; §532.707
also issued under 5 U.S.C. 552.

Appendix A to Subpart B of Part 532
[Amended]

2. Appendix B to Subpart B is amended by
revising under the State of South Dakota the

listing of beginning month of survey from
“January” to “June” for the Pennington NAF
wage area.

[FR Doc. 0032286 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Immigration and Naturalization Service

8 CFR Part 214
[INS No. 2068-00]

RIN 1115-AF85

Adding Actuaries and Plant
Pathologists to Appendix 1603.D.1 of
the North American Free Trade
Agreement

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This rule proposes to amend
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service’s (Service) Regulations by
adding the occupations of actuary and
plant pathologist to the list of
professions in Appendix 1603.D.1 to
Annex 1603 of the North American Free
Trade Agreement (NAFTA). This rule
also proposes to modify the licensure
requirements for Canadian citizens
seeking admission to the United States
as TN nonimmigrant aliens. These
amendments are being proposed to
reflect the agreements made among the
three parties to the NAFTA. This rule
will facilitate travel to the United States
and benefit United States businesses.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before February 20,
2001.

ADDRESSES: Please submit written
comments, in triplicate, to the Director,
Policy Directives and Instructions
Branch, Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 I Street, NW., Room 4034,
Washington, DC 20536. To ensure
proper handling, please reference the
INS number 2068-00 on your
correspondence. Comments are
available for public inspection at the
above address by calling (202) 514-3048
to arrange for an appointment.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
W. Brown, Adjudications Officer,
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Immigration and Naturalization Service,
425 I Street, NW., Room 3214,
Washington, DC 20536, telephone (202)
353-8177.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

What Is the NAFTA?

On December 17, 1992, The United
States, Canada and Mexico signed the
North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA). The NAFTA entered into
force on January 1, 1994, creating one of
the largest trading areas in the world.
Besides trade, NAFTA allows for the
temporary entry of qualified business
persons from each of the parties to the
agreement. The NAFTA is comprised of
22 chapters. Chapter 16 of the NAFTA
is entitled “Temporary Entry of
Business Persons,” and in addition to
reflecting the preferential trading
relationship between the parties to the
agreement, it reflects the member
nations’ desire to facilitate temporary
entry on a reciprocal basis. It also
establishes procedures for temporary
entry, addresses the need to ensure
border security and seeks to protect the
domestic labor force in the member
nations.

Articles 1605 of Chapter 16 of the
NAFTA also established a Temporary
Entry Working group (TEWG),
comprised of representatives of each of
the parties to the NAFTA, including
immigration officials. The working
group is required to meet at least once
a year to consider several issues
including the development of measures
to further facilitate temporary entry of
business persons on a reciprocal basis as
well as proposed modifications of or
additions to Chapter 16.

What Business Persons Are Covered
Under the NAFTA?

Annex 1603 to Article 1603 of the
NAFTA establishes 4 categories of
business persons to be allowed
temporary entry into the territory of
another NAFTA party. The 4 categories
are: (1) Business visitors; (2) traders and
investors; (3) intracompany transferees;
and (4) professionals.

Business visitors under the NAFTA
are admitted to the United States under
the B—1 nonimmigrant classification
[INA 101(a)(15)(B)]. A business visitor is
a business person from another NAFTA
party who seeks to engage in an
occupation or profession with one of the
seven categories of business activities
listed in Appendix 1603.A.1. The seven
categories of business activities listed in
Appendix 1603.A.1 represent a
complete business cycle and include: (1)
Research and Design; (2) Growth,
Manufacture and Production; (3)
Marketing; (4) Sales; (5) Distribution; (6)

After-Sales Service; and (7) General
Service.

Traders and investors are admitted to
the United States under the
E-1 and E-2 nonimmigrant categories,
respectively [INA 101(a)(15)(E)].

A trader is an alien in the United
States admitted solely to carry on trade
of a substantial nature principally
between the United States and the
country of the alien’s nationality. An
investor is an alien who has invested or
is actively in the process of investing a
substantial amount of capital in a bona
fide enterprises in the United States.

Intracompany transferees are admitted
to the United States under the L—1
nonimmigrant classification [INA
101(a)(15)(L)]. An intracompany
transferees is an alien who, within 3
years preceding the time of his or her
application for admission into the
United States, has been employed
abroad continuously for 1 year by a firm
or corporation or other legal entity or
parent, branch, affiliate, or subsidiary,
and who seeks to enter the United States
temporarily to render his or her services
to a branch of the same employer or as
parent, affiliate, or subsidiary thereof in
a capacity that is managerial, executive,
or involves specialized knowledge.

Professionals under the NAFTA are
admitted to the United States as TN
nonimmigrant aliens [INA 214(e)].

What Is a TN Nonimmigrant Alien?

A TN nonimmigrant is a citizen of
Canada or Mexico who seeks admission
to the United States, under the
provisions of Section D of Annex 1603
of the NAFTA, to engage in business
activities at a professional level as
provided for in such annex. The code
“TN” is an admission code developed
by the United States government for
Canadian and Mexican citizens
admitted to the United States as
business professionals under the
NAFTA. The TN code is not part of the
NAFTA agreement and is not used by
the Canadian and Mexican
governments. The NAFTA parties have
agreed that 63 occupations quality as
professionals. These occupations are
listed in the Appendix 1603.D.1 to
Annex 1603 to the NAFTA found in
§214.6(c). The list represents the only
professions that will enable an alien to
obtain admission to the United States as
a TN nonimmigrant alien.

What Changes Is the Service Proposing
To Make in This Rule?

This rule proposes to add the
occupation of actuary to the list of
professions in Appendix 1603.D.1. In
addition, this rule proposes to include
plant pathologist to the Appendix

1603.D.1 as a footnote to the occupation
of biologist. This rule also proposes to
change the licensure requirements for
Canadian TN aliens applying for
admission to the United States. This
provision is currently described at

§ 214.6(e)(3)(ii)(F). This rule also
proposes to remove § 214.6(1), which
relates to the transition period for
Canadian citizens who were admitted to
the United States under the United
States-Canada Free Trade Agreement
that existed before the effective date of
the NAFTA. This rule also proposes to
change all references to the Northern
Service Center to the Nebraska Service
Center to reflect the center’s current
name.

Why Is the Service Adding the
Occupation of Actuary to Appendix
1603.D.17

In June 1994, the American Academy
of Actuaries and its Canadian and
Mexican counterparts approached the
United States Chapter 16 TEWG and
requested that actuaries be added to the
list of professions contained in
Appendix 1603.D.1 to Annex 1603 to
the NAFTA. After a series of
negotiations and consultations, the
NAFTA parties recognized that the
occupation of actuary should be
included in the list of professions in
Appendix 1603.D.1. The parties agreed
that the minimum educational
requirements and alternative credentials
for actuaries were a Baccalaureate or
Licensiatura Degree in Actuarial Science
or satisfaction of the necessary
requirements to be recognized as an
actuary by a professional actuarial
association or society.

Why Is the Service Including the
Occupation of Plant Pathologist in the
Appendix 1603.D.17

In 1990, the Canadian
Phytopathological Society requested
that the occupation of plant pathologist
be added to the list of professions
contained in Appendix 1603.D.1 to
Annex 1603 to the NAFTA. The Society
noted that most plant pathologists have
either a Master’s degree or a Ph.D. and
are, therefore, professionals. After much
negotiation and consultation, the
Chapter 16 TEWG agreed that the
occupation of plant pathologist should
be included to the list of professions
contained in the Appendix. This rule
proposes to include the occupation of
plant pathologist to the Appendix in
§ 214.6(c) as a footnote to the
occupation of biologists. The NAFTA
parties recognized that the occupation
of plant pathologist should be
referenced in the Appendix in the form
of a footnote to the occupation of
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biologist because the occupations are
similar in educational requirements and
duties.

What Is the Effect of Adding Actuaries
to and Including Plant Pathologists on
the Appendix 1603.D.17

Including a footnote for plant
pathologists and adding actuaries to the
Appendix will make it easier for
individuals employed in these
professions in one NAFTA party to
obtain admission to the territory of
another NAFTA party. Since the
addition and inclusion of these
occupations facilitates the temporary
entry of individuals employed in these
professions, it comports with one of the
general principles described in Article
1601 of the NAFTA.

Why Is the Service Proposing To
Change the Licensure Requirements for
Citizens of Canada Seeing Admission as
a TN Alien?

The Service’s current regulations,
promulgated after the NAFTA went into
effect in 1994, require the presentation
of a license as a condition for admission
of a Canadian TN to the United States.

To ensure that the Service’s
regulations implementing Chapter 16
are in conformity with the obligations of
the United States under the agreement,
this rule proposes to remove
§ 214.6(e)(3)(ii)(F) that requires the
presentation of a license before a
Canadian citizen can be admitted to the
United States as a TN nonimmigrant
alien.

However, Canadian TN nonimmigrant
aliens will still be required to obtain the
appropriate state license to practice
their profession in the United States.
The Statement of Administrative Action
provides that, “Nothing in NAFTA will
permit Mexican or Canadian
professionals to practice a licensed
profession in the United States, even on
a temporary basis, without meeting all
applicable state licensing criteria and
receiving such a license * * *.”

Does This Proposed Regulation Affect
the Licensure Requirements for
Mexican TN Aliens?

No, the Service is not proposing to
remove the licensure requirement for
Mexican TN nonimmigrant aliens
described in § 214.6(d)(2)(iv). The
NAFTA imposes several additional
requirements on Mexican citizens
seeking TN classification in the United
States for a period of time not to exceed
ten years (December 31, 2003), [See
Annex 1603.D.5.0f the NAFTA]. These
requirements were described in section
341 of the U.S. Statement of
Administrative Action that was

presented to Congress at the time of
enactment of the NAFTA
Implementation Act [Pub. L. 103—-182].

One of the additional requirements is
that the entry of a citizen of Mexico, as
a TN nonimmigrant, is subject to the
petitioning requirements of section
214(c) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act and the Service’s
implementing regulations found in
§214.2. Therefore, a U.S. employer
seeking the services of a Mexican TN
alien must file a Form I-129, Petition for
Nonimmigrant Worker, with the
required supporting documentation
which includes any required state
license. The Service is not proposing to
remove the licensure requirement for
Mexican citizens because the petition
requirement remains in effect at this
time.

What Is the Effect of Changing the
Licensure Requirements?

This change will have no effect on the
health and welfare of United States
citizens who may be impacted by the
alien’s engaging in professional
activities in the United States. In those
jurisdictions where a particular
profession or occupation requires
licensure, State or Federal law will
continue to require the alien’s employer
to insure that the alien has the proper
license before the alien commences
employment. In this regard a Canadian
TN alien will be treated in the same
fashion as a United States worker. While
this rule will ensure that the Service
will not require the alien to present the
license to be admitted to the United
States, the alien will still have to have
a license to work in the United States
consistent with Chapter 12 of the
NAFTA.

It must be remembered that a TN alien
is admitted into the United States for
the purpose of engaging in business
activities at a professional level. Like
other aliens who fail to maintain the
terms and conditions of their
nonimmigrant status, a TN alien who
fails to engage in activities at a
professional level for the specified
employer may be amenable to removal
under section 237(a)(1) of the act, or
ineligible for an extension of temporary
stay under § 214 or a change of
nonimmigrant status under section 248
of the Act.

The TN classification is not the
appropriate classification for obtaining
training or meeting professional
licensure requirements in the United
States. Such activities are consistent
with the B—1 nonimmigrant
classification. As noted earlier, the
NAFTA provides for the admission of
B-1 nonimmigrant aliens.

What Technical Changes Is the Service
Making in This Rule?

This rule also proposes to remove
§214.6(1). That section discusses the
transition period for Canadian citizens
who were admitted to the United States
under the former United States-Canada
Free Trade Agreement (CFTA). The
regulatory provision is no longer
applicable because of the passage of
time since the entry into force of the
NAFTA that subsumed the CFTA.

In addition, this rule proposes to
change all references to the “Northern
Service Center” in the regulation to the
“Nebraska Service Center,” the current
name of the facility.

Finally, this rule proposes to remove
the term “diplomas, or certificates”
from the regulation at § 214.6(d)(2)(ii)
and at § 214.6(e)(3)(ii) since these
regulatory cites are inconsistent with
footnote number 3 and 4 to the
appendix. The footnotes clearly require
that diplomas and certificates must be
issued in Canada or Mexico,
respectively. Therefore, diplomas and
certificates received by an alien from
another country would not establish the
alien’s eligibility for TN classification.

Does This Rule Have Any Impact on
Any of the Service’s Recently Published
Interim or Proposed Rules?

This rule does not have any affect on
the Service’s recently published interim
rules relating to certificates for health
care workers or any regulation dealing
with nonimmigrant aliens. This rule
deals solely with the NAFTA.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Commissioner of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, in
accordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 605(b)), has
reviewed this regulation and, by
approving it, certifies that this rule will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. Although a small number of
entities maybe affected by the changes
proposed in this regulation, actuaries
and plant pathologists affected by this
rule will benefit by their ability to
transfer to the United States and work
in their chosen field in a more
expeditious fashion.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

This rule will not result in the
expenditure by State, local and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100 million or more
in any 1 year, and it will not
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. Therefore, no actions were
deemed necessary under the provisions
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of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995.

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996

This rule is not a major rule as
defined by section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement Act of
1996. This rule will not result in an
annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more; a major increase in
costs or prices; or significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
on the ability of United States-based
companies to compete with foreign-
based companies in domestic and
export markets.

Executive Order 12866

This rule is not considered by the
Department of Justice, Immigration and
Naturalization Service, to be a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866, section 3(f),
Regulatory Planning and Review, and
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has waived its review process
under section 6(a)(3)(A).

Executive Order 13132

The regulation will not have
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with section 6 of Executive
Order 13132, the Immigration and
Naturalization Service has determined
that this rule does not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a federalism summary
impact statement.

Executive Order 12988 Civil Justice
Reform

This rule meets the applicable
standards set forth in sections 3(a) and
3(b)(2) of E.O. 12988.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This proposed rule does not impose
any new reporting or recordkeeping
requirements. The information
collection requirements contained in
this rule were previously approved for
use by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB). The OMB control
numbers for this collection are
contained in 8 CFR 299.5, Display of
control numbers.

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 214

Administrative practice and
procedure, Aliens, Employment,
Foreign officials, Health professions,

Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Students.

Accordingly, part 214 of chapter I of
title 8 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is proposed to be amended
as follows:

PART 214—NONIMMIGRANT CLASSES

1. The authority citation for part 214
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 8 U.S.C. 1101, 1103, 1182, 1184,
1186a, 1187, 1221, 1281, 1282; 8 CFR Part 2.

2. Section 214.6 is amended by:

a. Adding the profession of “Actuary”
immediately after ‘“Accountant” to the
appendix in paragraph (c);

b. Adding footnote 1a to the table of
footnotes;

c. Revising the profession “Biologist”
under the heading “Scientist” in the
appendix to paragraph (c);

d. Revising the term “Northern
Service Center” to ‘“Nebraska Service
Center” in paragraphs (d)(1) and (h)(1);

e. Removing the term “diplomas, or
certificates” from paragraph (d)(2)(ii),
third sentence;

f. Removing the term “licenses,” from
paragraph (e)(3)(ii), introductory text,
third sentence;

g. Removing the term “diplomas, or
certificates” from paragraph (e)(3)(ii),
introductory text, fourth sentence;

h. Adding the word “and” at the end
of paragraph (e)(3)(ii)(D);

i. Removing the “; and” at the end of
paragraph (e)(3)(ii)(E), and adding a
period in its place;

j. Removing paragraph (e)(3)(ii)(F):
and by

i. removing paragraph (1), to read as
follows:

§214.6 Canadian and Mexican citizens
seeking temporary entry to engage in
business activities at a professional level.

* * * * *
(C] * * %
Appendix 1603.D.1 (Annotated)

—Actuary-Baccalaureate or Licenciatura
Degree in Actuarial Science; or
satisfaction of the necessary
requirements to be recognized as an
actuary by a professional actuarial
association or society.

* * * * *

—SCIENTIST
—Biologist (including Plant
Pathologist)}—Baccalaureate or

Licenciatura Degree.
* * * * *

1* A professional actuarial association or society
means a professional actuarial association or society
operating in the territory of at least one of the
Parties.

Dated: December 13, 2000.
Mary Ann Wyrsch,

Acting Commissioner, Immigration and
Naturalization Service.

[FR Doc. 00-32281 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 2000-NM-321-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Empresa
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A.
(EMBRAER) Model EMB-135 and
EMB-145 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain EMBRAER Model EMB-135 and
EMB-145 series airplanes. This
proposal would require replacement of
the engine oil pressure sensors with
new sensors, and installation of an oil
tank pressure relief kit. Additionally,
the proposal would require revision of
the Airplane Flight Manual that would
specify new oil pressure limits. This
action is necessary to prevent rejected
takeoffs due to exceeding engine oil
pressure limits, which could result in
reduced controllability of the airplane.
This action is intended to address the
identified unsafe condition.

DATES: Comments must be received by
January 18, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2000—NM—
321-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055—4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9 a.m. and 3 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. Comments may be submitted
via fax to (425) 227—-1232. Comments
may also be sent via the Internet using
the following address:
9-anm-nprmcomment@faa.gov.
Comments sent via fax or the Internet
must contain ‘“Docket No. 2000-NM—
321-AD” in the
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subject line and need not be submitted
in triplicate. Comments sent via the
Internet as attached electronic files must
be formatted in Microsoft Word 97 for
Windows or ASCII text.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Empresa Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A.
(EMBRAER), P.O. Box 343—CEP 12.225,
Sao Jose dos Campos—SP, Brazil. This
information may be examined at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the FAA, Atlanta
Aircraft Certification Office, One Crown
Center, 1895 Phoenix Boulevard, suite
450, Atlanta, Georgia.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Linda M. Haynes, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe and Propulsion Branch, ACE-
117A, FAA, Atlanta Aircraft
Certification Office, One Crown Center,
1895 Phoenix Boulevard, suite 450,
Atlanta, Georgia 30337—-2748; telephone
(770) 703—6091; fax (770) 703—6097.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this action may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Submit comments using the following
format:

* Organize comments issue-by-issue.
For example, discuss a request to
change the compliance time and a
request to change the service bulletin
reference as two separate issues.

» For each issue, state what specific
change to the proposed AD is being
requested.

¢ Include justification (e.g., reasons or
data) for each request.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments

submitted in response to this action
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 2000-NM-321-AD.”
The postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
2000-NM-321-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—4056.

Discussion

The FAA has received reports
indicating that a high number of
rejected takeoffs (RTQ’s) have occurred
on certain EMBRAER Model EMB-145
series airplanes. We have been advised
that Rolls-Royce Allison engines
installed on Model EMB—-145 series
airplanes have been approved for
operation with a transient oil pressure
maximum limit of 155 pounds per
square inch (psi) for up to two minutes.
However, the current software
configuration of the Engine Indicating
and Crew Alerting System (EICAS) is
not capable of displaying oil pressure
limits that are above 145 psi. In
addition, part of the airplane fleet is
equipped with oil pressure indicators
that do not show a maximum oil
pressure limit or that show a
“maximum” oil pressure limit below
115 psi. This condition, if not corrected,
could result in a high number of RTO’s
and consequent reduced controllability
of the airplane.

Similarity of Airplane Models

The oil pressure indicators on certain
Model EMB-135 series airplanes are
identical to those on the affected Model
EMB-145 series airplanes. Therefore,
those Model EMB—-135 series airplanes
may be subject to the same unsafe
condition revealed on the Model EMB—
145 series airplanes.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

EMBRAER has issued Service Bulletin
145-31-0021, dated August 1, 2000,
which describes procedures for
replacing the oil pressure sensors with
new oil pressure sensors. That service
bulletin also references Rolls-Royce
Service Bulletin AE 3007A-79-026,
dated August 1, 2000, as an additional
source of service information. In
addition, EMBRAER Service Bulletin
145-31-0021 specifies concurrent
accomplishment of procedures
described in Rolls-Royce Service
Bulletin AE 3007A-79-025, dated

August 1, 2000. That Rolls-Royce
service bulletin describes procedures for
removing the pressurizing valve vent-
tube [Part Number (P/N) 23065524], the
oil tank pressurizing valve (P/N
23062185), and the oil tank-to-
pressurizing valve vent-tube (P/N
23062186), and installing an oil tank
pressure relief kit (P/N 23073557) and
the oil tank pressurizing valve (P/N
23062185) in a new location.

The Departmento de Aviacao Civil
(DAC), which is the airworthiness
authority for Brazil has issued Notice of
Proposed Regulations—Brazilian
airworthiness directives, NPR/AD-
2000-145-05, dated August 23, 2000,
and NPR/AD-2000-AE3007-01, dated
August 24, 2000, proposing that the
actions specified in the previously
described service information be made
mandatory.

EMBRAER has also issued Revision
40 of EMBRAER Model 145 Airplane
Flight Manual, dated August 11, 2000,
which specifies certain revised
maximum oil pressure limits to 145 psi.

U.S. Type Certification of the Airplane

These airplane models are
manufactured in Brazil and are type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of section
21.29 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 21.29) and the
applicable bilateral airworthiness
agreement.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
accomplishment of the actions specified
in EMBRAER Service Bulletin 145-31—
0021, dated August 1, 2000, and Rolls-
Royce Service Bulletin AE 30007A—-79—
025, dated August 1, 2000. In addition,
this proposed AD would require
installation of Revision 40 into the
Limitations Section of the FAA-
Approved AFM.

Differences Between This Proposal and
the Foreign Notices of Proposed
Regulations

Operators should note that, although
the Brazilian Notices of Proposed
Regulations do not specify installation
of Revision 40 into the AFM, the FAA
has determined that this revision of the
AFM is necessary to ensure that pilots
are aware of the appropriate operational
limits for the oil temperature. In
addition, operators should note that,
although 155 psi has been approved as
the maximum limit for oil pressure,
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Revision 40 of the AFM specifies the
maximum limit for oil pressure as 145
psi. Therefore, for the purposes of this
proposed AD, the operational limits for
maximum oil pressure is 145 psi, as
specified in Revision 40 of the AFM.

Interim Action

This is considered to be interim
action. The manufacturer has advised
that a new modification is currently
being developed that will positively
address the unsafe condition addressed
by this AD. Once that modification is
developed, approved, and available, the
FAA may consider additional
rulemaking.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 185
EMBRAER Model EMB-135 and EMB—
145 series airplanes of U.S. registry
would be affected by this proposed AD,
that it would take approximately 1 work
hour per airplane to install the oil
pressure sensor, and that the average
labor rate is $60 per work hour.
Required parts would cost
approximately $3,562 per airplane. The
FAA estimates that it would take
approximately 2 work hours per
airplane to install the oil tank pressure
relief kit. Required parts would cost
approximately $2,421 per airplane.
Additionally, it would take
approximately 1 work hour per airplane
to accomplish the revision of the AFM.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $1,151,255, or $6,223
per airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this proposed AD were not adopted. The
cost impact figures discussed in AD
rulemaking actions represent only the
time necessary to perform the specific
actions actually required by the AD.
These figures typically do not include
incidental costs, such as the time
required to gain access and close up,
planning time, or time necessitated by
other administrative actions.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national Government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
it is determined that this proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
“ADDRESSES.”

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Empresa Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A.
(EMBRAER): Docket 2000-NM-321-AD.

Applicability: Model EMB-135 and EMB—
145 series airplanes, serial numbers 145001
through 145369 inclusive, equipped with
Rolls-Royce/Allison engine Models AE
3007A, AE 3007A1/1, AE 3007A1/2, AE
3007A1/3, AE 3007A1, and AE 3007A1P,
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For airplanes that have been modified,
altered, or repaired so that the performance
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent rejected takeoffs due to
exceeding engine oil pressure limits, which

could result in reduced controllability of the
airplane, accomplish the following:

Required Actions

(a) Within 6 months after the effective date
of this AD: Accomplish the requirements of
paragraphs (a)(1) and (a)(2) of this AD
concurrently.

(1) Replace the engine oil pressure sensors
with new sensors, per EMBRAER Service
Bulletin 145-31-0021, dated August 1, 2000.

(2) Install an oil tank pressure relief kit per
Rolls-Royce Service Bulletin AE 3007A-79—
025, dated August 1, 2000.

(b) After completion of the actions required
by paragraphs (a)(1) and (a)(2) of this AD and
before further flight: Revise the Limitations
Section of the FAA-approved Airplane Flight
Manual (AFM) by inserting a copy of
Revision 40 of the EMBRAER Model-145
AFM, dated August 11, 2000, into the AFM.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Atlanta
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Atlanta ACO.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Manager, Atlanta ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Brazilian Notice of Proposed Regulations
NPR/AD-2000-145-05, dated August 23,
2000, and NPR/AD-2000-AE3007-01, dated
August 24, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
December 13, 2000.
Dorenda D. Baker,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 00-32316 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

43 CFR Parts 3195, 3196
[NM091-9971-EK-HE16]
RIN 1004-AD35

Federal Helium Program Regulations
and Public Meetings

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
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ACTION: Advance Notice of Proposed
Rule Making and Public Meetings.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) requests comments
and suggestions to assist in the writing
of its regulations governing the Federal
Helium Program. The rule would
establish regulations for crude helium
sales, helium pipeline and storage
operations, helium reporting, and gas
analyses to determine helium content.
The rule would also revise and extend
existing regulations for helium on
Federal lands and for in-kind crude
helium sales. The rule would help to
manage the Federal Helium Program
and to fulfill the requirements of the
Helium Privatization Act of 1996. We
encourage members of the public to
participate in public meetings and to
provide comments and suggestions to
help to clearly define the requirements
for the Federal Helium Program. Your
help is specifically requested to identify
and to offer comments and suggestions
about conflicts between helium
processes and procedures and those of
other fluid minerals. We also ask you to
request to be placed on BLM’s mailing
list if you wish to receive additional
information.

DATES: We will accept comments and
suggestions on the advance notice of
proposed rule making until 5:00 p.m.,
Eastern Time on March 26, 2001. See
the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
for the dates of the public meetings.
ADDRESSES: Commenters may mail
written comments to the Bureau of Land
Management, Administrative Record,
Room 401LS, 1849 C Street, NW,
Washington, DC 20240; or hand-deliver
written comments to the Bureau of Land
Management, Administrative Record,
Room 401, 1620 L Street, NW,
Washington, DC 20036. See
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION for the
electronic access and filing address.
Comments will be available for public
review at the L Street address from 7:45
a.m. to 4:15 p.m., Eastern Time, Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
Comments will also be available for
public review at 801 South Fillmore,
Suite 500, Amarillo, Texas, from 7:30
a.m. to 4 p.m., Central Time, Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: You
may contact Jeanne McCubbin, at (806)
324-2655, Connie Neely, (806) 324—
2635, or Shirlean Beshir, (202) 452—
5033. Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—
8330, 24 hours a day, seven days a
week, to contact the above individuals.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Public Comment Procedures

II. Background

II. Description of Information Requested

I. Public Comment Procedures

Your written comments should:

* Be specific;

» Explain the reason for your
comments and suggestions;

* Be about the issues outlined in this
notice; and

* Where possible, reference the
specific section or paragraph of existing
regulations which you are addressing.

The comments and recommendations,
which are most useful and likely to
influence decisions on the content of
the proposed rule, are:

* Comments and recommendations
supported by quantitative information
or studies, and

* Comments which include citations
to and analyses of the applicable laws
and regulations.

We are particularly interested in
receiving comments and suggestions
about the topics listed under section III.
Description of Information Requested.

Electronic Access and Filing Address

Commenters may transmit comments
electronically via the Internet to
WOComment@blm.gov. Please submit
comments as an ASCII file and avoid the
use of special characters or encryption.
Please include “ATTN: AD35” and your
name and address in your message. If
you do not receive a confirmation from
the system that we have received your
Internet message, contact us directly at
(202) 452-5030.

Public Meetings

The following topics will be covered
at each public meeting: (1) Helium on
Federal lands; (2) pipeline and storage
facility operation and maintenance; (3)
crude helium sales; (4) reporting and
data collection; and (5) gas analyses to
determine helium content.

We will conduct public meetings on
the following dates at the specified
locations and times:

e Amarillo Field Office, BLM, 801 S.
Fillmore, Room 447, Amarillo, Texas,
on January 8, 2001, from 6:30 p.m. to
8:30 p.m.

* Houston, Texas, Crowne Plaza (near
Gallaria), 2222 W. Loop South, on
January 10, 2001, from 6:30 p.-m. to 8:30

1.
P * Portland, Oregon, Doubletree Lloyd
Center, 1000 NE., Multnomah, on
January 17, 2001, from 6:30 p.m. to 8:30
qm.

» Aurora, CO (Denver area south of
airport), Marriott, 16455 E. 40th Circle,
on January 23, 2001, from 6:30 p.m. to
8:30 p.m.

* Washington, DC, Capital Hilton,
16th & K Street, NW, on January 25,
2001, from 4 p.m. to 6 p.m.

The sites for the public meetings are
accessible to individuals with physical
impairments. If you need a special
accommodation to participate in one or
all of the meetings (e.g., interpreting
service, assistive listening device, or
materials in alternative format), please
notify the contact person listed in this
notice no later than two weeks prior to
the scheduled meeting. Although we
will attempt to meet a request received,
the requested accommodation may not
be available.

The meetings will be recorded by a
stenographer and will become part of
the formal Federal helium regulation
record. If you plan to present a
statement at the meetings, we will ask
you to sign in before the meeting starts
and to clearly identify yourself for the
record. Your speaking time at the
meeting(s) will be determined before the
meeting(s), based upon the number of
persons wishing to speak and the
approximate time available for the
session. You will be provided at least
five minutes to speak.

If you do not wish to speak at the
meetings but you have views, questions,
and concerns about regulations for the
Federal Helium Program, you may
submit written statements for inclusion
in the public record at the meeting. You
may also submit written comments and
suggestions regardless of whether you
attend or speak at a public meeting. See
the ADDRESSES section of this notice for
the procedures.

II. Background

The Federal Helium Program has
undergone many changes since its
inception in 1925. Its original purpose
was to ensure supplies of helium to the
Federal Government for defense,
research, and medical purposes. With
time, the program evolved into a
conservation program with a primary
goal of supplying the Federal
Government with high-grade helium for
high-tech research and aerospace
purposes. The most recent adaptation of
the program was through the Helium
Privatization Act of 1996, which
redefined the primary functions as:

* Operating and maintaining a
helium storage reservoir and pipeline
system;

* Providing crude helium gas by
contract with private companies;

 Evaluating the Nation’s helium-
bearing gas fields; and

* Providing responsible access to
Federal land for managed recovery and
disposal of helium.
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IIL. Description of Information
Requested

We are committed to carrying out the
provisions of the Helium Privatization
Act of 1996 (50 U.S.C. 167). Topics we
are considering for the proposed
regulations include, but are not limited
to the following:

Helium on Federal Lands: We will
enter negotiated agreements with
private parties for the recovery and
disposal of helium produced from
Federal leaseholds. The agreements will
primarily be with:

(1) Existing gas processing plants
which extract and sell Federal helium;

(2) Parties building plants with
helium extraction capability.

We want commenters to clarify topics
on the processes and procedures which
would enable economic helium
production, extraction, and sales.

We will also strive to establish
regulations to facilitate coexistence of
the Federal Helium Program with that of
the Federal Oil and Gas Program. We
seek comments about the following:

e Method of determining Federal
ownership percentage of helium
produced from secondary unit areas
containing Federal helium. Can the
process used for Federal leaseholds
(based upon acreage and mineral
ownership) be used for secondary units?

» Allowable production losses. Is it
reasonable to allow an 8 percent loss of
helium from the wellhead to the point
of sale before seeking compensation?

* Helium drainage protection. Can we
use a method similar to the one used to
protect oil and gas to protect helium?

* Bonding for payment default and
reclamation. Should we require a
separate bond to cover helium
production? Should we allow operators
to transfer oil and gas bonds to provide
bond coverage for helium?

» Plugged oil and gas wells. Is there
a way to encourage and enable
economic helium production and
extraction when oil and gas wells are
plugged or targeted for plugging?

* Incentives. What incentives should
we establish to encourage helium
production from gas streams in close
proximity to extraction plants or in
areas with low British Thermal Unit
(BTU) gas content?

Crude Helium Sales: We would like to
receive comments and suggestions about
the existing regulations for in-kind
crude helium sales (43 CFR 3195). In
addition, we request your questions,
concerns, comments, and
recommendations of ways to meet the
requirements for disposition of the
Federal crude helium in storage
(stockpile) (50 U.S.C. 167).

Reporting and Data Collection: We
would like to receive comments and
suggestions about the helium data
collection and reporting processes.
Specifically, we seek comments and
suggestions about the following:

+ Is there a way for the oil and gas
industry to include helium in their
standard gas analysis process to enable
better data collection of helium content
of gas fields?

* What are the best ways for BLM to
determine and confirm the location and
amounts of helium resources outside the
United States?

Gas Analyses to Determine Helium
Content: We seek comments about the
following:

* Would it be feasible for BLM to
send a helium sample to your company
lab or company contract lab for analysis
and report the helium results? The lab
analysis data would be compared to
BLM'’s analysis.

* Could members of the oil and gas
industry send replicate gas stream
samples to the BLM laboratory, if
requested?

Additional information about the
Federal Helium Program is available on
the Internet at Helium—
Regulations@nm.blm.gov.

Dated: December 12, 2000.
Sylvia V. Baca,

Assistant Secretary, Land and Minerals
Management.

[FR Doc. 00-32291 Filed 12—-14-00; 3:47 pm]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 00-2771; MM Docket No. 00-245; RM—
9971]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Alberta,
VA and Whitakers, NC

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition for rule making
filed by Broomfield Broadcasting, Inc.
requesting the substitution of Channel
276C3 for Channel 276A at Alberta,
Virginia and the reallotment of Channel
276C3 to Whitakers, North Carolina as
the community’s first local aural
transmission service. The allotment
Channel 299A to Alberta as a
replacement for Channel 276C3 from
Alberta. Channel 276C3 can be allotted
to Whitakers in compliance with the
Commission’s minimum distance

separation requirements without the
imposition of a site restriction. Channel
299A can be allotted to Alberta in
compliance with the Commission’s
minimum distance separation
requirements without the imposition of
a site restriction. The coordinates for
Channel 276C3 at Whitakers are 36—-11—
23 North Latitude and 77-51-09 West
Longitude. The coordinates for Channel
299A at Alberta are 36—51-56 North
Latitude and 77-53—12 West Longitude.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before January 29, 2001 and reply
comments on or before February 13,
2001.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, his counsel, or consultant, as
follows, John C. Trent, Esq., Putbrese,
Hunsaker & Trent, P.C., 100 Carpenter
Drive, Suite 100, P.O. Box 217, Sterling,
VA 20167—-0217 (Counsel for Broomfield
Broadcasting, Inc., petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Arthur D. Scrutchins, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418-2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
00-245; adopted November 29, 2000
and released December 8, 2000. The full
text of this Commission decision is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
FCC Reference Information Center
(Room CY—-A257), 445 12th Street, SW,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
Inc., (202) 857-3800, 1231 20th Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20036.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contacts.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

Federal Communications Commaission.

John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 00-32244 Filed 12—18—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 224

[Docket No. 001025296-0296-01; I.D.
072600A]

RIN 0648-A005

Endangered and Threatened Species:
Proposed Range Extension for
Endangered Steelhead in Southern
California

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Proposed rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In August 1997, NMFS listed
the Southern California steelhead
Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU) as
an endangered species and defined its
southern limit as Malibu Creek in Los
Angeles County, California, based on
the best information available at that
time. In February 2000, NMFS
designated critical habitat for this ESU
that includes all accessible and
occupied waterways, including the
adjacent riparian zone, below
longstanding impassable natural barriers
within the range of the ESU.

There is now new information
indicating that steelhead or their
progeny now occur in at least two
coastal river basins south of Malibu
Creek, and have successfully spawned
in one of these basins (San Mateo
Creek). Based on this new information,
NMEFS is now issuing a proposed rule
under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA) to extend the current range of this
endangered ESU to San Mateo Creek in
northern San Diego County, California.

Within the redefined Southern
California steelhead ESU, only naturally
spawned populations of steelhead, and
their progeny, which reside below
naturally occurring and man-made
impassable barriers (e.g., impassable
waterfalls and dams) are proposed for
listing. At this time, NMFS is proposing
to list only the anadromous life forms of
Onchorynchus mykiss (O. mykiss) in
those river basins south of Malibu
Creek.

DATES: Comments must be received by
February 20, 2001. Requests for public
hearings must be received by February
2, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Comments on this proposed
rule and requests for public hearings or
reference materials should be sent to the
Assistant Regional Administrator,

Protected Resources Division, NMFS,
Southwest Region, 501 West Ocean
Blvd., Suite 4200, Long Beach, CA
90802-4213.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Craig Wingert, 562-980-4021, or Chris
Mobley, 301-713-1401.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Previous Federal ESA Actions Related
to the Southern California Steelhead
ESU

In 1994, NMFS received a petition
from the Oregon Natural Resources
Council and 15 co-petitioners to list
west coast steelhead populations under
the ESA. In response to this petition,
NMFS conducted a status review of
west coast steelhead (Busby et al.,
1996). Based on the results of this status
review and other information which
constituted the best scientific and
commercial data available, NMFS
published a proposed listing
determination on August 9, 1996, that
identified 15 ESUs of steelhead
distributed throughout the states of
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and
California, including the Southern
California ESU (61 FR 41541). Ten of
the ESUs were proposed for listing as
threatened or endangered species in that
document, including the Southern
California steelhead ESU which was
proposed for listing as an endangered
species. On August 18, 1997, NMFS
published a final rule listing five
steelhead ESUs as threatened or
endangered under the ESA (62 FR
43937). The Southern California
steelhead ESU was listed as an
endangered species in that final rule.

On February 5, 1999, NMFS
published a proposed critical habitat
designation for nineteen ESUs of
threatened and endangered salmon and
steelhead distributed throughout
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and
California (64 FR 5740), including the
endangered Southern California
steelhead ESU. A final rule designating
critical habitat for these 19 ESUs,
including the Southern California
steelhead ESU, was published on
February 16, 2000 (65 FR 7764).

New Information Concerning Steelhead
Distribution and Habitat Use South of
Malibu Creek in Southern California

In the proposed listing determination
for the Southern California steelhead
ESU (61 FR 41541), NMFS indicated
that the current range of the ESU
extended to the southernmost extent of
the species range which was thought to
be Malibu Creek in Los Angeles County
based on the best available information.
Many comments were received

regarding this issue during the public
comment period, with most indicating
that the southern boundary of the ESU
should be extended further south to
either the southern extent of the species
historical range, the Mexican border, or
some other location. NMFS reviewed
the available references to steelhead
occurring historically and more recently
in streams south of Malibu Creek and
concluded in its final listing
determination that there was
insufficient information to revise the
southern boundary of this ESU even
though some information indicated that
steelhead might occasionally occur as
far south as the Santa Margarita River in
San Diego County (62 FR 43937).

The San Mateo Creek watershed arises
in the Cleveland National Forest and
flows in a southwesterly direction to the
Pacific Ocean just south of San
Clemente in northern San Diego County.
It is located approximately 100 miles
(161.3 kilometers (km)) south of Malibu
Creek which NMFS identified in 1997
as the southern extent of the species
range and, therefore, the southern
boundary of the Southern California
steelhead ESU. Much of the lower reach
of San Mateo Creek flows through the
Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base.
Approximately 6-7 miles (9.7-11.3 km)
are accessible to steelhead in the
mainstem and tributaries. According to
information in Titus et al. (in press),
Woelfel (1991), and the California
Department of Fish and Game (DFG)
(DFG, 2000), San Mateo Creek was an
important steelhead-producing stream
prior to 1950 and evidently supported a
local sport fishery of both juveniles and
adults. More recently, however, Nehlsen
et al. (1991) classified the San Mateo
Creek steelhead population as extinct.

In February 1999, an angler reported
catching and releasing a juvenile
steelhead/rainbow trout (O. mykiss) in
the lower reach of San Mateo Creek.
Based on this report, DFG initiated a
field investigation to confirm the
presence of O. mykiss in the San Mateo
Creek watershed. The results of this
investigation are presented in a
February 2000 report prepared by DFG
entitled: “Steelhead Rainbow Trout in
San Mateo Creek, San Diego County,
California”(DFG, 2000), and are
summarized here.

Between March 3 and September 3,
1999, a total of 78 juvenile O. mykiss
were observed by DFG and other
personnel in the San Mateo Creek
watershed, with the majority of these
observations occurring in the mainstem
near its confluence with Devil Canyon.
DFG did not employ depletion or mark-
recapture methods in its surveys; thus,
population size could not be estimated.
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In conjunction with the field
investigation, DFG also collected
biological information and samples for
subsequent analysis, including fin clip
tissue samples from two fish for
mitochondrial DNA analysis, one otolith
sample for micro chemical analysis of
its primordium to determine the marine
versus freshwater residency of the
maternal parent, and scale samples and
length measurements to estimate age
and growth.

Analysis of the scale samples and
associated length data indicated that the
juvenile O. mykiss observed in 1999
were age 2+ fish that constituted a
relatively homogenous population in
terms of size (164-245 millimeters (mm)
total length). Based on the age of these
fish, DFG concluded that they were
progeny of adults that spawned in 1997.
Micro chemical analysis of strontium/
calcium (Sr/Ca) ratios in the single
otolith sample obtained from a fish that
was sacrificed produced a Sr/Ca profile
characteristic of a fish having an
anadromous maternal parent (i.e. a
steelhead parent). Given the
homogenous nature of the observed
juvenile population in terms of age and
length, DFG concluded that the juvenile
O. mykiss observed in 1999 were the
progeny of at least one maternal parent
that was anadromous and that spawned
somewhere in the San Mateo Creek
watershed in 1997. Finally, genetic
analysis of tissue samples from two fish
demonstrated that both carried the
mtDNA haplotype (MYS5) which is
found most commonly in southern
California steelhead (Nielson, 1994 and
1996; Nielson et al., 1994a and 1994b).
Since this haplotype is primarily found
in southern California steelhead
populations and it has not been found
in any hatchery populations of
steelhead or domestic trout in
California, the juvenile O. mykiss
population found in San Mateo Creek in
1999 appears to have close genetic
affinities with native southern
California steelhead, and is not the
result of domestic trout planting.

In late May 2000, DFG conducted a
follow up survey for steelhead in the
upper portion of San Mateo Creek just
above the gauging station on Camp
Pendleton, including the lower reach of
the tributary Devils Canyon Creek. This
survey was conducted in conjunction
with biologists from NMFS and the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). The
limited survey effort observed three
adult (approximately 8-12 inches or
200-300 mm in total length) O. mykiss
in the mainstem pools and
approximately 15-20 juveniles (60-65
mm in total length) in Devils Canyon
Creek. DFG biologists speculate that the

larger size class of O. mykiss may be
holdover fish from the steelhead
population found in 1999, whereas the
smaller juveniles may be the progeny of
these holdover fish.

Based on this new information, NMFS
believes that reconsideration of the
geographic range and critical habitat for
the Southern California steelhead ESU
is warranted.

Southern California Steelhead ESU
Revision

To qualify for listing as a threatened
or endangered species, identified
populations of steelhead must be
considered a “species” under the ESA.
The ESA defines “species” to include
‘““any subspecies of fish or wildlife or
plants, and any distinct population
segment of any species of vertebrate fish
or wildlife which interbreeds when
mature.” NMFS published a policy (56
FR 58612, November 20, 1991)
describing how the agency would apply
the ESA definition of “species” to
anadromous salmonid species. This
policy provides that a salmonid
population will be considered distinct,
and hence a species under the ESA, if
it represents an ESU of the biological
species. A population must satisfy two
criteria to be considered an ESU: (1) It
must be reproductively isolated from
other conspecific population units; and
(2) it must represent an important
component in the evolutionary legacy of
the biological species. The first
criterion, reproductive isolation, need
not be absolute, but must be strong
enough to permit evolutionarily
important differences to accrue in
different population units. The second
criterion is met if the population
contributes substantially to the
ecological/genetic diversity of the
species as a whole. Guidance on the
application of this policy is contained in
Waples (1991). The genetic, ecological,
and life history characteristics that
NMEF'S assessed to identify the number
and geographic extent of steelhead ESUs
on the west coast in accordance with
this policy, including the Southern
California steelhead ESU, are discussed
in detail in Busby et al. (1996) and in
the August 9, 1996, proposed listing
determination for west coast steelhead
(61 FR 41541).

The Southern California steelhead
ESU, as currently defined, is described
in previous Federal Register documents
(61 FR 41541 and 62 FR 43937) based
on data collected and analyzed by
NMFS and summarized in the 1996
west coast steelhead status review
(Busby et al., 1996) and a subsequent
status review update (NMFS, 1997). As
described in the August 18, 1997, final

listing determination (62 FR 43937), the
Southern California ESU consists of all
naturally spawned populations of
steelhead (O. mykiss), and their
progeny, which occupy rivers and
streams from the Santa Maria River in
San Luis Obispo County, California
(inclusive) to the southern extent of the
species’ range which was identified as
Malibu Creek in Los Angeles County,
California (inclusive).

In the 1996 proposed listing
determination for the Southern
California steelhead ESU (61 FR 41541),
NMFS concluded that the current range
of the ESU extended to the
southernmost extent of the species range
which was thought to be Malibu Creek
in Los Angeles County. However, NMFS
also acknowledged that there were
reports of steelhead in some coastal
streams as far south as the Santa
Margarita River in San Diego County
(Hubbs, 1946; Barnhart, 1986; Higgins,
1991; McEwan and Jackson, 1996; and
Titus et al., in press), and, therefore,
indicated that the distribution and
abundance of steelhead south of Malibu
Creek were unresolved issues regarding
this ESU. NMFS received many
comments regarding this issue during
the public comment period, with most
indicating that the southern boundary of
the ESU should be extended further
south to either the historical range of the
species, the U.S.- Mexico border, or
some other location. NMFS reviewed
the available references to steelhead
occurring historically and more recently
in streams south of Malibu Creek and
concluded in the 1997 final listing
determination for this ESU that there
was insufficient information to revise
the southern boundary of this ESU
south of Malibu Creek even though
some limited anecdotal information
suggested steelhead may occasionally
occur as far south as the Santa Margarita
River (62 FR 43937).

The recent information compiled by
DFG (DFG, 2000) is limited, but still
suggests that adult steelhead entered
San Mateo Creek and successfully
spawned in 1997. The juvenile progeny
of those spawning adults were observed
by DFG during its field investigations in
the spring and summer of 1999. More
recent information from May 2000
suggests that steelhead still occupy
portions of San Mateo Creek and may
have successfully spawned again since
1997. The limited genetic information
suggests that the juvenile steelhead
found in 1999 have close genetic
affinities to native southern California
steelhead and are not the result of
domestic trout planting. Since there is
no evidence of a resident trout
population or recent evidence of
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steelhead presence in San Mateo Creek
(DFG, 2000; Titus et al., in press; Lang
et al., 1998), it is likely that the adult
steelhead which successfully spawned
in 1997 were strays from another
watershed elsewhere in the Southern
California steelhead ESU. Based on a
review of this new information, NMFS
now proposes that the San Mateo Creek
steelhead population be considered part
of the Southern California steelhead
ESU.

The Malibu Creek and San Mateo
Creek watersheds are separated by
approximately 100 miles (161.3 km).
Therefore, inclusion of the San Mateo
Creek steelhead population in the
Southern California ESU raises the
question of whether or not steelhead
occur or are present in any other
watersheds located between Malibu
Creek and San Mateo Creek. Based on
information reported by Titus et al. (in
press), steelhead were historically
reported in several watersheds between
Malibu Creek and San Mateo Creek (i.e.,
Los Angeles River, San Gabriel River,
Santa Ana River, and San Juan Creek),
but are now extinct as a result of major
habitat modification or habitat blockage
associated with flood control, urban
development, and other factors. Given
the existing habitat conditions in these
highly modified river systems, NMFS
does not believe they are currently
suitable for steelhead utilization, and,
therefore, are highly unlikely to support
steelhead absent major restoration
efforts.

Information regarding the current
presence of steelhead in other streams
between Malibu Creek and San Mateo
Creek is lacking with the exception of a
recent observation of fish in Topanga
Creek which is approximately 4 miles
(6.5 km) south of Malibu Creek. Titus et
al., (in press) indicated that O. mykiss
were observed in Topanga Creek in 1979
and in the early 1990s. In April 2000, an
adult O. mykiss was reported in
Topanga Creek. A NMFS’ biologist
conducted a site visit and confirmed the
presence and identification of two O.
mykiss ranging from 14-20 inches (359-
573 mm) in total length. Both fish were
observed in a relatively deep pool (4 ft
(1.2 meters (m)) deep) located about 1
mile (1.7 km) upstream of the
confluence with the ocean. Based on the
existing habitat conditions and the size
of the fish, it is unlikely that they spent
their entire life cycle in Topanga Creek.
Since there is no evidence of any
stocking of rainbow trout in Topanga
Creek, it is most likely that these fish
originated from some other stream
within the ESU. The nearest streams
known to support steelhead are Malibu
Creek and Arroyo Sequit, both of which

are located only a few miles north of
Topanga Creek.

Although steelhead historically
occurred further south than San Mateo
Creek, there is no evidence that they do
so any longer and are considered extinct
throughout San Diego County by Titus
et al., (in press). As with most streams
south of Malibu Creek, significant
habitat modification has occurred due to
urbanization and other factors which
have blocked steelhead access to
historical spawning and rearing habitat
and degraded the remaining habitat.
Although there is no information
documenting the presence of steelhead
south of San Mateo Creek, suitable
habitat for steelhead is thought to exist
in San Onofre Creek which is located on
Camp Pendleton just south of San Mateo
Creek (Lang et al., 1998)

Status of Southern California Steelhead
ESU

The Southern California steelhead
ESU was listed as an endangered
species under the ESA in 1997 (62 FR
43937). The biological status of this ESU
was described in the final rule based on
the results of NMFS’ west coast
steelhead status review (Busby et al.,
1996) and in an updated status review
(NMFS, 1997), which concluded that
this ESU was at a high risk of extinction.

Historically, steelhead naturally
occurred south into Baja California.
Titus et al., (in press), as cited in the
final listing determination, concluded
that all steelhead populations south of
Malibu Creek in Los Angeles County
were extinct based on the available
information. Estimates of pre-1960s
abundance for several rivers in this ESU
(i.e. Santa Ynez, Ventura, Santa Clara,
Malibu Creek) suggest that individual
steelhead populations numbered in the
thousands of individuals. Published
abundance estimates for the Ventura
and Santa Clara Rivers, for example,
ranged from 4,000-6,000 and 7,000-
9,000 fish, respectively. At the time of
NMFS’ final listing determination, the
total run size for several streams in the
ESU (e.g., Santa Ynez, Ventura River,
Santa Clara River, Malibu Creek) was
estimated to number fewer than 200
individuals each (Titus et al., in press).
Recent information regarding steelhead
abundance for the Santa Ynez, Ventura,
and Santa Clara Rivers suggests that the
abundance estimates made at the time of
the final listing determination were
probably high.

NMFS’ primary concerns about this
steelhead ESU at the time of its listing
in 1997, were the widespread and
dramatic declines in abundance relative
to historical levels and the major
reduction in the species range. Given

the extremely low abundance estimates
and the associated risk associated with
demographic and genetic variability in
small populations, the long-term
persistence of sustainability of this ESU
in the future was a critical concern. In
addition, NMFS was concerned that the
restricted spatial distribution of the
remaining populations placed the ESU
as a whole at risk because of reduced
opportunities for re-colonization of
streams suffering local population
extinctions. NMFS concluded that the
principal factors responsible for the
decline of steelhead populations within
this ESU were water diversions and
extraction, habitat blockages and
degradation, agricultural activities, and
urbanization. Little new information
regarding the abundance of steelhead in
this ESU has been collected since
NMFS’ final listing determination in
1997, with the exception of limited data
collected as a result of monitoring
efforts in the Santa Ynez and Santa
Clara Rivers. These data are not
comprehensive enough to estimate
population sizes, but they do indicate
that these steelhead populations
continue to be very small.

As discussed earlier in this document,
NMFS has concluded that the San
Mateo Creek steelhead population
should be considered part of the
Southern California ESU based on the
available information. Based on the
information compiled by DFG, the
steelhead population found in San
Mateo Creek during 1999 appears to be
very small and was likely produced by
a limited number of adults that strayed
into the watershed and spawned in
1997. Given the small number of
steelhead found in San Mateo Creek, the
apparent extirpation of steelhead from
virtually all other streams between
Malibu Creek and San Mateo Creek with
the exception of Topanga Creek, and the
extremely low abundance estimates for
all other populations within the ESU,
NMFS concludes that the proposed
redefined Southern California steelhead
ESU continues to be at a high risk of
extinction.

Summary of Factors Affecting the
Species

Section 4(a)(1) of the ESA and NMFS’
implementing regulations (50 CFR part
424) set forth procedures for listing
species. The Secretary of Commerce
(Secretary) must determine, through the
regulatory process, if a species is
endangered or threatened based upon
any one or a combination of the
following factors: (1) The present or
threatened destruction, modification, or
curtailment of its habitat or range; (2)
overutilization for commercial,
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recreational, scientific, or education
purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4)
inadequacy of existing regulatory
mechanisms; or (5) other natural or
human-made factors affecting its
continued existence.

In conjunction with its proposed
listing determination for west coast
steelhead ESUs in 1996, NMFS prepared
a report summarizing the factors leading
to the decline of west coast steelhead,
including the Southern California
steelhead ESU. This report was entitled:
“Factors for Decline: A supplement to
the notice of determination for west
coast steelhead” (NMFS, 1996). This
report concluded that all of the factors
identified in section 4(a)(1) of the ESA
have played a role in the decline of west
coast steelhead ESUs. The report
specifically identified destruction and
modification of habitat, overutilization
for recreational purposes, and natural
and human-made factors as being the
primary causes for the decline of
steelhead on the west coast.

NMFS (1996) identified several
specific factors that contributed to the
decline of steelhead populations in the
ESU as it was defined in the proposed
and final listing determinations,
including: habitat blockages, water
diversion and extraction, urbanization,
agriculture, and recreational harvest.
McEwan and Jackson, 1996; and Titus et
al.,(in press) also cited extensive loss of
habitat due to water development,
impassible dams, and dewatering of
portions of rivers as the principal
reasons for the decline of steelhead in
this ESU. Habitat problems resulting
from water development include
inadequate flows, flow fluctuations,
blockages (partial and full), and
entrainment (McEwan and Jackson,
1996). These factors for decline are
discussed in more detail in NMFS
(1996), McEwan and Jackson (1996), and
in NMFS’ 1997 final listing
determination (62 FR 43937). Although
NMEFS has been working to address
impacts to the Southern California
steelhead ESU through sections 7 and
10 of the ESA since it was listed in
1997, these same factors continue to
adversely affect the small steelhead
populations which persist in the
watersheds ranging from the Santa
Maria River southward to Malibu Creek.
Because NMFS has concluded that the
Southern California steelhead ESU
range should be extended to San Mateo
Creek, the following discussion focuses
only on those factors affecting steelhead
within the geographic range extending
from Malibu Creek southward to San
Mateo Creek (inclusive).

1. The Present or Threatened
Destruction, Modification, or
Curtailment of Steelhead Habitat or
Range

With the exception of the recent
steelhead observations in San Mateo
Creek and Topanga Creek, steelhead
populations south of Malibu Creek are
thought to be extirpated due to habitat
destruction or blockages associated with
urbanization and flood control (Titus et
al., in press), although extensive
monitoring has not been conducted to
assess their presence. For example,
steelhead access and use of the Los
Angeles River is currently precluded by
the presence of flood control structures
throughout much of its lower reach such
as the concrete lining of the river
channel and the dam at the Sepulveda
Flood Control Basin. The lower reaches
of the San Gabriel River are highly
urbanized with the channel modified for
flood control, and the river is
impounded further upstream. The Santa
Ana River is similarly modified for
flood control and flows largely consist
of effluent from water treatment plants
except in the rainy season. Because of
these limited flows and restricted
releases from Prado Dam, fish habitat is
limited in the lower Santa Ana River.
San Juan Creek, a much smaller stream
in southern Orange County, is also
channelized for flood control in its
lower reach (approximately 2-3 miles
(3.2-4.8 km)) and other potential barriers
to upstream movement also exist.

San Mateo Creek was once an
important production area for steelhead
in San Diego County (Nehlsen et al.,
1991; DFG, 2000). As summarized in
Titus et al., (in press), steelhead appear
to have been most abundant in the San
Mateo Creek watershed prior to 1950.
After 1950, there are many fewer
observations of steelhead and none after
the early 1980s until juveniles were
found there in 1999. For example,
Woelfel (1991) found no juvenile
steelhead or rainbow trout in San Mateo
Creek during surveys in 1987-88.
Similarly, Lang et al., (1998) failed to
observe or capture any steelhead during
surveys in 1995, 1996, and 1997. The
steelhead population in San Mateo
Creek was probably reduced by natural
episodes of sediment input from within
the watershed. However, increased
groundwater extraction in the lower
creek area since the mid-1940s is also
thought to be responsible, both directly
and indirectly, for the inability of
steelhead to use the system as they
historically did (DFG, 2000; Titus et al.,
in press; Lang et al., 1998). Riparian
vegetation has been lost, stream channel
width has increased, and surficial flow

has been reduced or eliminated during
most of the year. Accordingly, the
migration corridor for immigrating adult
and emigrating juvenile steelhead has
become very unreliable. Human-caused
fires farther upstream have also resulted
in large sediment input that has filled
pools and contributed sediment to the
lagoon at the river mouth, both of which
are important rearing habitat for
juvenile steelhead. Despite less than
optimal conditions in the lower river
which are not always conducive to adult
or juvenile passage, Lang et al., (1998)
and DFG (2000) have identified
upstream spawning and rearing habitat
which can be used by steelhead when
sufficient flows allow adult passage.

2. Overutilization for Commercial,
Recreational, Scientific, or Education
Purposes

NMFS'’ review of factors affecting
west coast steelhead concluded that
harvest was a factor contributing to the
decline of the Southern California
steelhead ESU (NMFS, 1996). According
to McEwan and Jackson (1996),
steelhead in most streams in Santa
Barbara, Ventura, and Los Angeles
Counties were until the early 1990s
subject to the most liberal angling
regulations anywhere in the State of
California. Most streams in southern
California were regulated by the general
regulations of the Southern Sport
Fishing District (which includes Santa
Barbara, Ventura, Los Angeles, Orange,
and San Diego counties) which allowed
fishing year-round with a five-fish daily
bag limit. The only streams with special
protective regulations were the Ventura
River and Malibu Creek.

Because steelhead populations in
southern California had declined to
such critically low population levels by
the early 1990s, the California Fish and
Game Commission adopted more
restrictive angling regulations for some
streams (Santa Ynez River, Ventura
River, Santa Clara River, and Gaviota
Creek) in 1994. These more stringent
regulations included: (1) a reduction in
the fishing season from year round to
the Saturday before Memorial Day
through December 31; (2) a zero bag
limit; and (3) a requirement that anglers
use artificial lures with barbless hooks.
In 1996, these same regulations were
adopted by the Commission for the
anadromous reaches of all coastal
streams in southern California. Within
the coastal area extending south of
Malibu Creek to San Mateo Creek, these
same regulations are now in effect for
the following streams: Topanga Creek,
San Juan Creek, and San Mateo Creek.
Given the extremely low numbers of
juvenile steelhead that were found in
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San Mateo Creek, and the possible
sporadic occurrence of small numbers of
steelhead in other streams (e.g., Topanga
Creek), recreational angling may
continue to be a risk to steelhead in at
least some portions of the redefined
Southern California steelhead ESU.

3. Disease or Predation

Introductions of non-native species
and habitat modifications have resulted
in increased predator populations in
numerous west coast river systems,
thereby increasing the level of predation
experienced by steelhead and other
salmonids (NMFS, 1996). Exotic fish
species that are potential predators of
steelhead are known to occur in San
Mateo Creek and other watersheds (San
Onofre Creek, Santa Margarita River) on
Camp Pendleton (Lang et al., 1998).
According to Lang ef al., (1998) brown
bullhead dominated the fish assemblage
in San Mateo Creek, with both adults
and juveniles observed in perennial
pools. Other species observed in the San
Mateo Creek watershed included,
mosquito fish, adult and juvenile green
sunfish, bluegill and largemouth bass.
One Channel catfish, which is a known
predator of steelhead, was found dead
in the upper San Mateo Creek in a
portion of the Cleveland National Forest
(Lang et al., 1998). Brown trout have
been stocked in San Mateo Creek (last
time in the mid 1980s), but they were
not observed during the most recent
surveys (Lang ef al., 1998).

Mosquito fish were introduced for
mosquito abatement and are found in
most Camp Pendleton waters. This
species has taken over the niche of the
native three-spined stickleback which is
often an important prey item for
salmonids; thus it could possibly serve
as a prey item for steelhead in San
Mateo Creek. Green sunfish dominated
the San Mateo Creek lagoon in the late
1980s and early 1990’s according to
Swift (1994) and were the only fish
found in perennial pools in the upper
watershed and Devil Canyon in the late
1980’s, suggesting that they may have
displaced residual steelhead during the
drought period (Woelfel, 1991). In other
California streams (i.e., Malibu Creek
and Carmel River) green sunfish were
found to prey on juvenile trout (Swift,
1975; Greenwood, 1988; cited in
Woelfel, 1991), and in San Clemente
Reservoir on the Carmel River, green
sunfish outcompeted trout for benthic
food (Greenwood, 1988).

The control of exotic fish species in
the San Mateo Creek watershed, both on
Camp Pendleton and in Cleveland
National Forest, is considered critical to
restoring steelhead to that watershed
(DFG, 2000; Lang et al., 1998). Lang et

al., (1998) recommend implementation
of measures to contain exotic fish
species in small lakes and ponds where
recreational fishing occurs, in
conjunction with efforts to control in-
river propagation of exotics using
Rotenone, electro-shocking, seining, or
other means in perennial pools during
summer low flows.

4. Inadequacy of Existing Regulatory
Mechanisms

Virtually all of the San Mateo Creek
watershed is located on Federal land
managed by the Cleveland National
Forest or the Camp Pendleton Marine
Corps Base. San Mateo Creek originates
in the Cleveland National Forest and
flows in a southwesterly direction
through Camp Pendleton to the Pacific
Ocean just south of San Clemente,
California. Within the San Mateo Creek
watershed, the majority of spawning
and rearing habitat is upstream from
Camp Pendleton within the Cleveland
National Forest. That portion of San
Mateo Creek on Camp Pendleton is
primarily migratory habitat for
steelhead.

That portion of the San Mateo Creek
watershed that is located on Cleveland
National Forest land has not been
greatly altered by human activity over
the past 50 years (Woelfel, 1991). Forest
lands in the watershed have remained
natural and undeveloped over this
period although there are a few private
property in-holdings which have had
limited development. Woelfel (1991)
reviewed water use on these private in-
holdings and concluded that stream
flows in the watershed were not
significantly altered. According to
Woelfel (1991), one of the main
activities of the Cleveland National
Forest has been the protection of
vegetation and water resources in its
various watersheds through the
prevention of forest fires. In part, this
effort was intended to protect and
manage forest vegetation so that water
resources were retained and water
quality remained high. In the San Mateo
Creek watershed this effort was not
especially successful because of the
rugged and isolated conditions.

The lower portion of San Mateo Creek
watershed which flows through Camp
Pendleton has been impacted by base
activities (Woelfel, 1991). Groundwater
extraction to support base military
training operations and on-base
agriculture has led to stream channel
dewatering or reduced channel flows,
loss of riparian vegetation, and
increased erosion. Military training
operations, including accidental fires
caused by live ammunition use, have
likely contributed to erosion problems

in the watershed. The cumulative effect
of groundwater extraction, reduction or
loss of riparian vegetation, stream
channel morphology changes, and
accelerated erosion is that steelhead
migration opportunities are impacted.
Based on the available information, it
unlikely that existing land and water
management programs on Camp
Pendleton provide sufficient protection
for steelhead or its habitat in the San
Mateo Creek watershed.

5. Other Natural or Human-Made
Factors Affecting Continued Existence
of Steelhead

Natural climatic conditions have
exacerbated the problems associated
with degraded and altered riverine and
estuarine habitats. Persistent drought
conditions have reduced already limited
spawning, rearing and migration habitat.
Climatic conditions appear to have
resulted in decreased ocean
productivity which, during more
productive periods, may help offset
degraded freshwater habitat conditions
(NMFS, 1996).

Efforts Being Made to Protect Southern
California Steelhead ESU

Section 4(b)(1)(A) of the ESA requires
the Secretary of Commerce to make
listing determinations solely on the
basis of the best scientific and
commercial data available after
conducting a review of the status of the
species, including factors affecting the
species, and after taking into account
efforts being made to protect the
species. Therefore, in making its listing
determinations, NMFS first assesses the
status of the species and identifies
factors that have lead to the decline of
the species. NMFS then assesses
conservation measures to determine if
they ameliorate risks to the species.

As part of its west coast steelhead
status review, NMFS reviewed an array
of protective efforts for west coast
steelhead and other salmonids,
including the Southern California
steelhead ESU, ranging in scope from
regional strategies to local watershed
initiatives. NMFS has summarized some
of the major efforts in a document
entitled ““Steelhead Conservation
Efforts: A Supplement to the Notice of
Determination for West Coast Steelhead
under the Endangered Species Act”
(NMFS, 1996c¢).

In the coastal area extending from
Malibu Creek southward to San Mateo
Creek, no steelhead-specific
conservation efforts are currently in
place, although there have been recent
assessments of habitat distribution and
restoration potential in the Camp
Pendleton area (Lang et al., 1998; and
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DFG, 2000). Recently, however, the
California voters passed a State-wide
proposition which provides $800,000
for the restoration of San Mateo Creek
and San Onofre Creek, both of which are
located on Camp Pendleton, to support
native fish species including the
unarmored three-spined stickleback,
arroyo chub, and steelhead. This
restoration program is expected to focus
on addressing control of exotic plants,
control of exotic fish species which
compete with and/or prey upon
steelhead and other native species,
restoration of streambed pools, channels
and stream banks, and the
reintroduction of native plants and
possibly native fish species. A wide
range of agencies and private
organizations, including the Cleveland
National Forest, Camp Pendleton
Marine Corps Base, FWS, DFG, Trout
Unlimited, San Diego Trout, and the
Coastal Conservancy, are expected to
participate in development of this
program. NMFS strongly encourages
this effort and intends to participate in
its development and implementation.

In addition to this State funding
directed at San Mateo Creek restoration,
the U.S. Congress appropriated $9.0
million in Fiscal Year 2000 for Pacific
Coastal Salmon Recovery in California.
A Memorandum of Understanding has
been signed between NMFS and the
State of California that will govern the
expenditure of these funds, some of
which may be directed at habitat
restoration and other related issues
within the range of the Southern
California steelhead ESU.

Proposed Determination

Section 3 of the ESA defines the term
“endangered species” as ‘“‘any species
which is in danger of extinction
throughout all or a significant portion of
its range.” The term ‘‘threatened
species” is defined as “any species
which is likely to become an
endangered species within the
foreseeable future throughout all or a
significant portion of its range.” In its
previous status reviews for west coast
salmon and steelhead, NMFS has
identified a number of factors that
should be considered in evaluating the
level of risk faced by an ESU, including:
(1) absolute numbers of fish and their
spatial and temporal distribution; (2)
current abundance in relation to
historical abundance and current
carrying capacity of the habitat; (3)
trends in abundance; (4) natural and
human-influenced factors that cause
variability in survival and abundance;
(5) possible threats to genetic integrity
(e.g., from strays or outplants from
hatchery programs); and (6) recent

events (e.g., a drought or changes in
harvest management) that have
predictable short-term consequences for
abundance of the ESU. Section 4(b)(1) of
the ESA requires that the listing
determination be based solely on the
best scientific and commercial data
available, after conducting a review of
the status of the species and after taking
into account those efforts, if any, being
made to protect such species.

As aresult of its 1996 coast-wide
status review of steelhead, NMFS
concluded that the Southern California
steelhead ESU constituted a “species”
under the ESA (NMFS, 1996). Based on
the information available at that time,
NMEFS concluded that the current range
of this ESU extended from the Santa
Maria River (inclusive) to, and
including, Malibu Creek (61 FR 41541;
62 FR 43937). The recent information
compiled by DFG (DFG, 2000) indicates
that adult steelhead, which were most
likely strays from elsewhere in the
Southern California steelhead ESU,
successfully spawned in San Mateo
Creek during 1997 and subsequently
reared through at least 1998 and 1999.
In addition, steelhead have recently
been observed in Topanga Creek which
is located just a few miles south of
Malibu Creek. Based on a consideration
of this new information, including the
existence of documented spawning and
rearing habitat in the San Mateo Creek
watershed (Lang et al., 1998; DFG,
2000), NMFS now proposes to redefine
the Southern California steelhead ESU
to include any populations of steelhead
(or their progeny) that occur in
watersheds southward of Malibu Creek
to, and including, San Mateo Creek.

Based on the best scientific
information available in 1996, NMFS
concluded that the Southern California
steelhead ESU, as it was defined at that
time (i.e., Santa Maria River to and
including Malibu Creek), was in danger
of extinction (NMFS, 1996; 61 FR
41541). This conclusion was based on
the fact that steelhead had already been
extirpated from much of its historic
range in southern California, the
extremely low abundance of extant
steelhead populations, and the
continued threats to the species from
widespread habitat degradation and
loss, water diversions and extraction,
and other factors. As discussed
previously in this document, there is no
new information indicating that
steelhead populations occurring in
watersheds ranging from the Santa
Maria River to Malibu Creek have
increased in abundance since NMFS’
final listing determination in 1997. In
addition, steelhead are almost
completely extirpated from coastal

watersheds south of Malibu Creek, with
the exception of their recent
observations in San Mateo Creek and
Topanga Creek, and occur in only very
low abundance in those streams. Based
on a consideration of this new
information regarding steelhead
presence south of Malibu Creek, NMFS
concludes that the redefined Southern
California steelhead ESU continues to
be at a high risk of extinction.

Based on a review of the currently
available information regarding the
status of steelhead populations in the
proposed redefined Southern California
steelhead ESU (Santa Maria River to and
including San Mateo Creek), as well as
a consideration of the various factors
affecting this steelhead ESU, NMFS
proposes that the redefined ESU
continues to warrant listing as an
endangered species under the ESA.
Only anadromous life forms (i.e.,
steelhead and their progeny) of O.
mykiss within the range of this
proposed redefined ESU will be part of
the listed population.

As discussed previously in this
document, the currently available
information indicates that steelhead or
their progeny have only been found in
two watersheds, Topanga Creek and San
Mateo Creek, located south of Malibu
Creek. Based on the currently available
information, NMFS believes that
steelhead have been extirpated from
virtually all other streams and rivers
between Malibu Creek and San Mateo
Creek, including the Los Angeles River,
San Gabriel River, Santa Ana River, and
San Juan Creek, because viable habitat
is extremely limited or no longer exists.
For these reasons, NMFS does not
expect that steelhead will occur in these
watersheds in the future absent major
restoration efforts. Nevertheless, if
steelhead or their progeny are found to
occur in any stream or river between
Malibu Creek and San Mateo Creek,
NMFS will consider those fish to be part
of the listed ESU, and, therefore,
protected under the ESA. Because
steelhead in this ESU may potentially
stray to streams south of San Mateo
Creek, NMFS will also consider
steelhead or their progeny that occur
south of San Mateo Creek to be part of
the listed ESU unless there is evidence
to indicate they are resident forms or
derived from hatchery rainbow trout
populations. NMFS will inform the
public of the presence of southern
California steelhead south of the
proposed redefined ESU’s range via a
Federal Register document.

Prohibitions and Protective Measures

Section 9 of the ESA prohibits certain
activities that directly or indirectly



79334

Federal Register/Vol.

65, No. 244 /Tuesday, December 19,

2000/ Proposed Rules

affect endangered species. These
prohibitions apply to all individuals,
organizations, and agencies subject to
U.S. jurisdiction. Section 9 prohibitions
apply automatically to endangered
species such as the redefined Southern
California steelhead ESU.

Sections 7(a)(2) and 7(a)(4) of the ESA
require Federal agencies to consult with
NMFS to ensure that activities they
authorize, fund, or conduct are not
likely to jeopardize the continued
existence of a listed species or a species
proposed for listing, or adversely
modify critical habitat or proposed
critical habitat. Federal agencies and
actions that may be affected by the
revision of the Southern California
steelhead ESU and its critical habitat
designation are the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) and their management and
regulatory activities in Cleveland
National Forest, the U.S. Marine Corps
and its operation and management of
Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base,
and the Corps of Engineers (COE) and
its issuance of permits under the Clean
Water Act.

Sections 10(a)(1)(A) and 10(a)(1)(B) of
the ESA provide NMFS with authority
to grant exceptions to the ESA’s “take”
prohibitions. Section 10(a)(1)(A)
scientific research and enhancement
permits may be issued to entities
(Federal and non-Federal) for scientific
purposes or to enhance the propagation
or survival of a listed species. NMFS has
issued section 10(a)(1)(A) research/
enhancement permits for listed
salmonids, including steelhead in the
Southern California ESU, to conduct
activities such as trapping and tagging
and other research and monitoring
activities.

Section 10(a)(1)(B) incidental take
permits may be issued to non-Federal
entities conducting activities which may
incidentally take listed species so long
as the taking is incidental to, and not
the purpose of, the carrying out of an
otherwise lawful activity. The types of
activities potentially requiring a section
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit
include the operation and release of
artificially propagated fish by state or
privately operated and funded
hatcheries, state regulated angling,
academic research not receiving Federal
authorization or funding, road building,
grazing, and diverting water onto
private lands.

NMFS Policies on Endangered and
Threatened Fish and Wildlife

On July 1, 1994, NMFS and FWS
published a policy in the Federal
Register (59 FR 34272) indicating that
the agencies would, to the maximum
extent practicable at the time a species

is listed, identify those activities that
will not be considered likely to result in
violations of section 9, as well as
activities that will be considered likely
to result in violations. NMFS believes
that, based on the best available
information, the following actions will
not result in a violation of section 9
with regard to steelhead in the redefined
Southern California ESU:

1. Possession of steelhead which are
acquired lawfully by permit issued by
NMFS pursuant to section 10 of the
ESA, or by the terms of an incidental
take statement pursuant to section 7 of
the ESA.

2. Federally funded or approved
projects that involve activities such as
military operations, agriculture, grazing,
mining, road construction, discharge of
fill material, stream channelization or
diversion for which section 7
consultation has been completed, and
when activities are conducted in
accordance with any terms and
conditions provided by NMFS in an
incidental take statement accompanying
a biological opinion.

Activities that NMFS believes could
potentially harm steelhead in the
redefined Southern California steelhead
ESU, and, therefore, may violate the
section 9 take prohibitions of the ESA
include, but are not limited to:

1. Land-use activities that adversely
affect steelhead habitat (e.g., agriculture,
water extraction, recreational activities,
road construction in riparian areas and
areas susceptible to mass wasting and
surface erosion).

2. Destruction/alteration of steelhead
habitat, such as removal of woody
debris or riparian shade canopy,
dredging, discharge of fill material,
draining, ditching, diverting, blocking,
or altering stream channels or surface or
ground water flow.

3. Discharges or dumping of toxic
chemicals or other pollutants (e.g.,
sewage, oil, gasoline) into waters or
riparian areas supporting steelhead.

4. Violation of discharge permits.

5. Pesticide applications.

6. Collecting or handling of steelhead.
Permits to conduct these activities are
available for purposes of scientific
research or to enhance the propagation
or survival of the species.

7. Introduction of non-native species
likely to prey on steelhead or displace
them from their habitat.

These lists are not exhaustive. They
are intended to provide some examples
of the types of activities that might or
might not be considered by NMFS as
constituting a prohibited take of
steelhead in the Southern California
steelhead ESU. Questions regarding
whether specific activities may

constitute a violation of the section 9
take prohibitions, and general inquiries
regarding prohibitions and permits,
should be directed to NMFS (see
ADDRESSES).

Critical Habitat

Section 4(a)(3)(A) of the ESA requires
that, to the maximum extent prudent
and determinable, NMFS designate
critical habitat concurrently with a
determination that a species is
endangered or threatened. While NMFS
has completed its initial analysis and
proposes that the San Mateo Creek
population of steelhead be part of the
Southern California steelhead ESU, and
that the range of the ESU should,
therefore, be extended from Malibu
Creek to San Mateo Creek, the agency
has not performed the full analysis
necessary for determining whether the
existing critical habitat designation for
this ESU should be modified to include
areas south of Malibu Creek. Prior to
making any determination regarding the
modification of the existing critical
habitat designation, NMFS intends to
complete an analysis of the additional
habitat, if any, which is necessary for
the conservation and recovery of this
ESU. NMFS expects that a recovery
team will be established in the near
future to develop recovery goals for this
ESU, and intends to rely on the team’s
analysis and recommendations in
making any determination to modify the
existing critical habitat. In conjunction
with these efforts, NMFS also intends to
work with Federal land managers (Camp
Pendleton Marine Corps Base and
Cleveland National Forest) to review
and evaluate their existing land
management and habitat protection
programs to determine the extent to
which they protect steelhead and its
habitat in the San Mateo Creek
watershed. It is NMFS intent to
complete its analysis and make a
determination about whether or not any
habitat south of Malibu Creek should be
incorporated into the existing critical
habitat designation within the next year.

Public Comments Solicited

NMFS has exercised its best
professional judgement in developing
this proposal to redefine the Southern
California steelhead ESU. To ensure that
the final action resulting from this
proposal will be as accurate and
effective as possible, NMFS is soliciting
comments and suggestions from the
public, other governmental agencies, the
scientific community, industry, and any
other interested parties regarding the
proposal. NMFS is interested in any
relevant information concerning: (1)
biological or other relevant data
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concerning any threats to steelhead or
its habitat in this redefined ESU; (2) the
range, distribution, and population size
of steelhead in this redefined ESU or in
areas outside its southern boundary,
including habitat utilization; (3) current
or planned activities in the redefined
ESU and their possible impact on
steelhead or its habitat; and (4) efforts
being made to protect steelhead or its
habitat in this redefined ESU. Written
comments on the proposal should be
sent to NMFS (see ADDRESSES and
DATES).

Public Hearings

NMFS has not scheduled any public
hearings on this proposal. However,
Joint Commerce-Interior ESA
implementing regulations state that the
Secretary ‘‘shall promptly hold at least
one public hearing if any person so
requests within 45 days of publication
of a proposed regulation to list ... or to
designate or revise critical habitat.” (see
50 CFR 424.16(c)(3)). Requests for
public hearings must be received by
February 2, 2001.

References

A complete list of all cited references
is available upon request (see
ADDRESSES).

Classification

National Environmental Policy Act

The 1982 amendments to the ESA, in
section 4(b)(1)(A), restrict the
information that may be considered
when assessing species for listing. Based
on this limitation of criteria for a listing
decision and the opinion in Pacific
Legal Foundation v. Andrus, 675 F. 2d
825 (6th Cir. 1981), NMFS has

concluded that ESA listing actions are
not subject to the environmental
assessment requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). See
NOAA Administrative Order 216-6.

Executive Order 12866 and Regulatory
Flexibility Act

As noted in the Conference Report on
the 1982 amendments to the ESA,
economic impacts cannot be considered
when assessing the status of species.
Therefore, the economic analysis
requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act are not applicable to the
listing process. In addition this
proposed rule is exempt from review
under Executive Order 12866.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule does not contain a
collection-of-information requirement
for purposes of the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

Executive Order 13132 - Federalism

In keeping with the intent of the
Administration and Congress to provide
continuing and meaningful dialogue on
issues of mutual State and Federal
interest, NMFS has conferred with state
and local government agencies in the
course of assessing the status of this
ESU, and considered, among other
things, state and local conservation
measures. State and local governments
have expressed support for both the
conservation of this ESU and for those
activities which affect it. NMFS staff
have had discussions with various
government agency representatives
regarding the status of this ESU and
have sought working relationships with
them in order to promote restoration
and conservation of this and other

COMMON AND SCIENTIFIC NAMES

ESUs. As the process continues, NMFS
intends to continue engaging in
informal and formal contacts with
affected State, regional, or local entities,
giving careful consideration to all
written and oral comments received on
the proposed action. NMFS intends to
consult, as needed, with appropriate
elected officials in the promulgation of
a final rule.

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 224

Administrative practices, and
procedure, Endangered and threatened
species, Exports, Imports, Reporting and
record keeping requirements,
Transportation.

Dated: 11, 2000.
William T. Hogarth,

Deputy Assistant Administrator, National
Marine Fisheries Service.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, 50 CFR part 224 is proposed
to be amended as follows:

PART 224 -- ENDANGERED MARINE
AND ANADROMOUS SPECIES

1. The authority citation for part 224
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1531-1543; and 16
U.S.C. 1361 et seq.

2.1In § 224.101, paragraph (a) is
revised to read as follows:

§ 224.101 Enumeration of endangered
marine and anadromous species.

(a) Marine and anadromous fish.The
following table lists the common and
scientific names of endangered species,
the locations where they are listed, and
the citations for the listings and critical
habitat designations.

Speciest

Where listed

Common name

Scientific name

When listed Critical habitat

Shortnose sturgeon Acipenser | U.S.A., northwestern Atlantic, in river systems
brevirosrtum from the Saint John River in New Bruns-
wick, Canada, to the St. Johns River, Flor-

ida.
Southern California steelhead Oncorhynchus | U.S.A., CA, including all naturally spawned
mykiss populations of steelhead (and their prog-

Upper Columbia River steelhead

Snake River sockeye salmon

Oncorhynchus
mykiss

Oncorhynchus
nerka

County, California (inclusive).

Canada Border.

eny) in streams from the Santa Maria
River, San Luis Obispo County, California
(inclusive) to San Mateo Creek, San Diego

U.S.A,, WA, including the Wells Hatchery
stock and all naturally spawned populations
of steelhead (and their progeny) in streams
in the Columbia River Basin upstream from
the Yakima River, Washington, to the U.S.-

U.S.A,, ID, Snake RIVer .........cccccvevvvenennnen.

32 FR 4001, Mar.
11, 1967.

NA

62 FR 43937, Aug.
18, 1997.

64 FR 5740, Feb. 5,
1999

62 FR 43937, Aug.
18, 1997.

64 FR 5740, Feb. 5,
1999

56 FR 58619, Nov.
20, 1991.

58 FR 68543, Dec.
28, 1993
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Speciest
Where listed When listed Critical habitat

Common name Scientific name

Upper Columbia River spring-run Oncorhynchus | U.S.A., WA, including all naturally spawned | 64 FR 14308, Mar. | 65 FR 7764, Feb.
chinook salmon tshawytscha populations of chinook salmon in Columbia 24, 1999. 16, 2000

River tributaries upstream of the Rock Is-
land Dam and downstream of Chief Joseph
Dam in Washington (excluding the
Okanogan River), the Columbia River from
a straight line connecting the west end of
the Clatsop jetty (south jetty, Oregon side)
and the west end of the Peacock jetty
(north jetty, Washington side) upstream to
Chief Joseph Dam in Washington, and the
Chiwawa River (spring run), Methow River
(spring run), Twisp River (spring run),
Chewuch River (spring run), White River
(spring run), and Nason Creek (spring run)
hatchery stocks (and their progeny).

Sacramento River winter-run chi- Oncorhynchus | U.S.A., CA, Sacramento River ...........ccccocueenn. 59 FR 13836, Mar. | 58 FR 33212, Jun.
nook salmon tshawytscha 23, 1994. 16, 1993
Salmon, Atlantic Salmo Salar | U.S.A., ME Gulf of Maine Atlantic Salmon | ... NA

Distinct Population Segment, which in-
cludes all naturally reproducing wild popu-
lations and those river-specific hatchery
populations of Atlantic salmon having his-
torical, river-specific characteristics found
north of and including tributaries of the
lower Kennebec River to, but not including,
the mouth of the St. Croix River at the
U.S.-Canada border. To date, the Services
have determined that these populations are
found in the Dennys, East Machias,
Machias, Pleasant, Narraguagus,
Sheepscot, and Ducktrap Rivers and in
Cove Brook, Maine..

Totoaba Cynoscion | Mexico, Gulf of CA ... 44 FR 29480, May NA
macdonaldi 21, 1979.

1Species includes taxonomic species, subspecies, distinct population segments (or DPSs, as defined in 61 FR 4722, February 7, 1996), and
evolutionarily significant units (or ESUs, as defined in 56 FR 58612, November 20, 1991)

[FR Doc. 00-32167 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-S
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

December 14, 2000.

The Department of Agriculture has
submitted the following information
collection requirement(s) to OMB for
review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13. Comments
regarding (a) whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of burden including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology should be addressed to: Desk
Officer for Agriculture, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB), Washington, DC 20503 and to
Departmental Clearance Office, USDA,
OCIO, Mail Stop 7602, Washington, DC
20250-7602. Comments regarding these
information collections are best assured
of having their full effect if received
within 30 days of this notification.
Copies of the submission(s) may be
obtained by calling (202) 720-6746.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a currently valid OMB control
number and the agency informs
potential persons who are to respond to
the collection of information that such
persons are not required to respond to
the collection of information unless it

displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

Foreign Agricultural Service

Title: Certificate for Quota Eligibility.

OMB Control Number: 0551-0014.

Summary of Collection: Section 5
(a)(i) of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule
of the United States authorizes the
Secretary of Agriculture to establish a
raw-cane sugar tariff-rate quota (TRQ).
Section 5(b)(i) authorized the U.S. Trade
Representative to allocate the raw-cane
sugar tariff-rate quota among supplying
countries. Certificates of Quota
Eligibility (CQE) are issued to the 40
countries that receive TRQ allocations
to export sugar to the United States. The
CQE is completed by the certifying
authority in the foreign country who
certifies that the sugar that will be
exported to the United States was
produced in the foreign country that has
the TRQ allocation. The Foreign
Agricultural Service (FAS) will collect
information using form FSA-961.

Need and Use of the Information: FAS
will collect the quantity, name of
shipper, name of vessel, and port of
loading. The information will help FAS
determine if the quantity to be imported
is eligible to be entered under the TRQ.

Description of Respondents: Business
or other for-profit; individuals or
households.

Number of Respondents: 40.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 200.

Foreign Agricultural Service

Title: CCC’s Supplier Credit
Guarantee Program (SCGP).

OMB Control Number: 0551-0037.

Summary of Collection: The Supplier
Credit Guarantee Program (SCGP) offers
credit guarantees to exporters in order to
maintain and increase overseas
importer’s ability to purchase U.S.
agricultural goods. The SCGP is
designed to assist exporters of U.S.
agricultural commodities who wish to
provide relatively short-term (up to 180
days) credit to their importers
evidenced by promissory notes executed
by such importers. Under 7 CFR Part
1493, exporters are required to submit
the following: (1) Information about the
exporter for program participation; (2)
export sales information in connection
with applying for a payment guarantee;
(3) information regarding the actual
export of the commodity (evidence of

export report); (4) notice of default and
claims for loss; and (5) other documents,
if applicable, including notice
assignment of the right to receive
proceeds under the export credit
guarantee. The Foreign Agricultural
Service (FAS) will collect information
using the guarantee application, export
report and assignment notice from the
participants by mail, fax, e-mail, and
telephone.

Need and Use of the Information: FAS
will collect information to manage,
plan, evaluate and account for
government resources. The reports and
records are required to ensure the
proper and judicious use of public
funds.

Description of Respondents: Business
or other for-profit.

Number of Respondents: 288.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 1,166.

Farm Service Agency

Title: Insured Farm Ownership Loan
Policies, Procedures, and
Authorizations.

OMB Control Number: 0560-0157.

Summary of Collection: The
Consolidated Farm and Rural
Development Act (CONACT) provides
authorization to the Secretary of
Agriculture to make and insure loans to
farmers and ranchers. In addition, the
Secretary is authorized to make such
rules and regulations, prescribe the
terms and conditions for making and
insuring loans, security instruments and
agreements. The Farm Service Agency
(FSA) Administrator has been delegated
the authority to administer the farm
ownership loan program in accordance
with the requirements in 7 CFR part
1943 subpart A.

Need and Use of the Information: The
agency uses the information to evaluate
loan making or loan servicing proposals.
The information is needed by the
agency to evaluate an applicant’s
eligibility, and to determine if the
operation is economically feasible and
the security offered in support of the
loan is adequate. If this information
were not collected, the agency and
applicant would be unable to
adequately bind a real estate sales
contract and meet the congressionally
mandated mission of loan programs.

Description of Respondents:
Individuals or households; Farms.

Number of Respondents: 210.
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Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
On occasion.
Total Burden Hours: 54.

Agricultural Marketing Service

Title: National Research, Promotion,
and Consumer Information Programs.

OMB Control Number: 0581-0093.

Summary of Collection: The U.S.
Department of Agriculture has the
responsibility for implementing and
overseeing programs for a variety of
commodities including cotton, dairy,
eggs, beef, pork, soybeans, honey,
potatoes, watermelons, mushrooms,
kiwifruit, popcorn, and olive oil.
Various Acts authorize these programs
to carry out projects relating to research,
consumer information, advertising, sales
promotion, producer information,
market development and product
research to assist, improve, or promote
the marketing, distribution, and
utilization of their respective
commodities.

Need and Use of the Information: The
Secretary of Agriculture appoints board
members and approves the boards’
budgets, plans, and projects. This
responsibility has been delegated to the
Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS).
AMS’ objective in carrying out this
responsibility is to ensure the following:
(1) Funds are collected and properly
accounted for; (2) expenditures of all
funds are for the purposes authorized by
enabling legislation; and (3) that each
board’s administration of the programs
conforms to USDA policy. The
applicable commodity program areas
within AMS have direct oversight over
the respective programs. The boards
administer the various programs
utilizing a variety of forms to carry out
their responsibilities. Only authorized
employees of the various boards and
USDA employees will use the
information collected. If this data were
collected less frequently, (1) it would
hinder data needed to collect and
refund assessments in a timely manner
and result in delayed or even lost
revenue; (2) the boards would be unable
to carry out the responsibilities of their
respective Acts; and (3) additional
record keeping requirements would be
imposed.

Description of Respondents: Business
or other for profit; Farms; Federal
Government.

Number of Respondents: 321,510.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: On occasion;
Weekly; Monthly; Semi-annually;
Annually.

Total Burden Hours: 354,066.

Agricultural Marketing Service
Title: Pricing Pilot program.

OMB Control Number: 0581-0190.

Summary of Collection: The Pricing
Pilot Program was included in the
Consolidated Appropriations Act of
2000 (Section 3 of H.R. 3428 of the
106th Congress, as enacted by Section
1001(a)(8) of Public Law 106-113 (113
Stat. 1536) and signed into law on
November 29, 1999). Dairy farmers must
sign a disclosure statement before
participating in the pilot program. The
effect of the amendment is to permit a
handler to pay producers or cooperative
associations a negotiated price, rather
than the minimum Federal order price,
for milk that is under forward contract,
provided that such milk does not exceed
the handler’s non-fluid use of milk for
the month. The pilot project enables the
Agricultural Marketing Services (AMS)
to conduct a study of forward
contracting to determine the impact on
milk prices paid to producers in the
U.S. This is a voluntary program and
only applies to federally regulated milk
that is not packaged for fluid use.

Need and Use of the Information:
AMS will collect information to review
the contract to ensure it has been signed
before exempting a handler from paying
a contracting producer the minimum
order price for that portion of his or her
milk that is covered by the contract.
AMS will also determine the impact on
milk prices paid to producers in the
United States. Dairy farmers will have to
sign a disclosure statement, before
entering into a forward contract. The
disclosure statement, contains
guidelines to help the dairy farmers
understand the forward contract
process. It will be completed by dairy
farmers who choose to participate in the
pilot program. If the information is not
collected the forward pricing pilot
program that was mandated by Congress
will not be able to be conducted and
forward pricing contracts would not be
recognized under the Federal Order
program.

Description of Respondents: Farms.

Number of Respondents: 8000.

Frequency of Response: Reporting: On
occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 2000.

Agricultural Marketing Service

Title: Marketing Order Committee/
Board Interview.

OMB Control Number: 0581-0195.
Summary of Collection: Under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act

0of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),

industries enter into order and
agreement programs. Order and
agreement regulations help ensure
adequate supplies of high quality
products for consumers and adequate
returns to producers. Order and

agreement programs provide an
opportunity for producers of fresh fruit,
vegetables, and specialty crops in
specified production areas to work
together to solve marketing problems
that cannot be solved individually.
Currently, there are 37 orders and
agreements in effect.

Need and Use of the Information: The
information collected is used to conduct
interviews of managers and committees
and board members for order and
agreement programs. Interviews will
enable the agency to better understand
the factors that encourage or discourage
committee/board participation. The
Department of Agriculture will use the
information to develop a training
program and to encouraging eligible
women, minorities, and people with
disabilities to participate on USDA’s
order and agreement committee and
boards. Authorized representatives of
USDA, including Agricultural
Marketing Service (AMS), Fruit and
Vegetable Programs’ regional and
headquarters’ staff will use the
information collected. Collecting the
information less frequently would
eliminate data needed to keep the
respective marketing order industries
and the Secretary abreast of changes or
improvements in committee/board
operations at the local level.

Description of Respondents: Farms.

Number of Respondents: 8000.

Frequency of Response: Reporting: On
occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 2000.

Forest Service

Title: Operating Plan.

OMB Control Number: 0596—0086.

Summary of Collection: The National
Forest Management Act, 16 U.S.C. 472a
(14)(c) (Act), requires timber sale
operating plans on timber sales that
exceed 2 years in length. The
regulations at 36 CFR 223.32 have a
similar requirement. The operating
plans are collected within 60 days of
award of timber sale contracts and
annually thereafter until harvest is
complete. There is no prescribed format
for the collection of the information.
Timber sale purchases may submit the
required information in the form of a
chart or letter using surface mail,
electronic mail, or via facsimile. The
information is based on the timber sale
purchaser’s business plan.

Need and Use of the Information:
Forest Service (FS) will collect
information to determine eligibility for
additional contract time. In addition,
the information is used to plan the
agency timber sale contract
administration workload and to meet
other contract obligations. The
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information collected includes planned
periods and methods of anticipated
major activities, including, road
construction, timber harvesting, and
completion of other contract
requirements.

Description of Respondents: Business
or other for-profit; Individuals or
households.

Number of Respondents: 2,500.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
Annually.

Total Burden Hours: 1,875.

National Agricultural Statistics Service

Title: Milk and Milk Products.

OMB Control Number: 0535—-0020.

Summary of Collection: U.S. Code
Title 7, Section 2204, specifies that “the
Secretary of Agriculture shall procure
and preserve all information concerning
agriculture which he can obtain * * *
by the collection of statistics * * * and
shall distribute them among
agriculturists.” The National
Agricultural Statistics Services (NASS)
primary function is to prepare and issue
current official state and national
estimates of crop and livestock
production. Estimates of milk
production and manufactured dairy
products are an integral part of this
program. Milk and dairy statistics are
used by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) to help administer
price support programs and by the dairy
industry in planning, pricing, and
projecting supplies of milk and milk
products.

Need and Use of the Information:
NASS will collect information to
develop and implement a biweekly
cream/milkfat price survey to benefit all
segments of the dairy industry. This
data will be collected as a pilot project
for a minimum of two months. The date
will be analyzed for accuracy, response/
cooperation from manufacturers, and
other related factors. Continuation of
this survey will depend on the results
of the analysis. Major users of cream/
milkfat, including manufacturers of
processed cheese, butter, cream cheese,
and ice cream mix, will base biweekly
milkfat prices on purchases. The
selected firms account for about 85
percent of the U.S. total milkfat used in
these products. Only U.S. level data will
be published to avoid disclose problems
that regional data would present.

Description of Respondents: Farms;
Business or other for-profit.

Number of Respondents: 44,689.
Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
Quarterly; Weekly; Monthly; Annually.

Total Burden Hours: 21,571.

Food and Nutrition Service

Title: Quality Control Review
Schedule.

OMB Control Number: 0584—0299.

Summary of Collection: State agencies
are required to perform Quality Control
(QC) reviews for the Food Stamp
Program (FSP). The legislative basis for
the operation of the QC system is
provided by Section 16 of the Food
Stamp Act of 1977. The FNS-380-1,
Quality Control Review Schedule, is for
State use to collect both QC data and
case characteristics for the Food Stamp
Program and to serve as the
comprehensive data entry form for FSP
QC reviews.

Need and Use of the Information: The
Food and Nutrition Service (FNS) will
collect information to monitor and
reduce errors, develop policy strategies,
and analyze household characteristic
data. In addition, FNS will use the data
to determine sanctions and incentive
based on error rate performance, and to
estimate the impact of some program
changes to FSP participation and costs
by analyzing the available household
characteristic data.

Description of Respondents: State,
Local, or Tribal Government; Federal
Government; Farms; Individuals or
households.

Number of Respondents: 53.

Frequency of Responses:
Recordkeeping; Reporting: Weekly;
Monthly.

Total Burden Hours: 58,686.

Rural Utilities Service

Title: Environmental Policies and
Procedures (7 CFR Part 1794).

OMB Control Number: 0572—-0117.

Summary of Collection: The Rural
Utilities Service (RUS) published its
revised Environmental Policies and
Procedures in December, 1998. The rule
promulgated environmental regulations
that cover all RUS Federal actions taken
by RUS’ electric, telecommunications,
water and environmental programs. The
regulation was necessary to ensure
continued RUS compliance with the
Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (40
CFR Parts 1500-1508), and certain
related Federal environmental laws,
statutes, regulations, and Executive
Orders. RUS electric,
telecommunications, water and
environmental program borrowers
provide environmental documentation
to assure that policy contained in NEPA
is followed.

Need and Use of the Information:
RUS will collect information to evaluate
the cost and feasibility of the proposed
project and the environmental impact.

Description of Respondents: Non-for-
profit institutions; Business or other for-
profit.

Number of Respondents: 600.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 450,200.

Nancy B. Sternberg,

Departmental Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 00-32298 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
[TM=00-201]

Notice of Program Continuation

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice inviting applications for
fiscal year (FY) 2001 grant funds under
the federal-state marketing improvement
program.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Federal-State Marketing
Improvement Program (FSMIP) was
allocated $1,350,000 in the Federal
budget for FY 2001. Funds remain
available for this program. States
interested in obtaining funds under the
program are invited to submit Proposals.
While only State Departments of
Agriculture or other appropriate State
Agencies are eligible to apply for funds,
State Agencies are encouraged to
involve industry groups and
community-based organizations in the
development of proposals and the
conduct of projects.

DATES: Funds will be allocated on the
basis of two rounds of consideration.
Proposals received by February 9, 2001
will be considered during the first
round. Proposals which are not selected
for funding during the first round and
other proposals received by May 11,
2001 will be considered during the
second round.

ADDRESSES: Proposals may be sent to:
FSMIP Staff, Transportation and
Marketing Programs, Agricultural
Marketing Service (AMS), U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Room 4006
South Building, P.O. Box 96456,
Washington, DC 20090-6456.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Debra Tropp, (202) 720—-2704.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FSMIP is
authorized under Section 204(b) of the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.). The program is a
matching fund program designed to
assist State Departments of Agriculture
or other appropriate State agencies in
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conducting studies or developing
innovative approaches related to the
marketing of agricultural products.
Other organizations interested in
participating in this program should
contact their State Department of
Agriculture’s Marketing Division to
discuss their proposal.

Mutually acceptable proposals are
submitted by the State Agency and must
be accompanied by a completed
Standard Form (SF)—424 with SF—-424A
and SF—424B attached. FSMIP funds
may not be sued for advertising or, with
limited exceptions, for the purchase of
equipment or facilities. Guidelines may
be obtained from your State Department
of Agriculture or the above AMS
contact.

Funds can be requested for a wide
range of marketing research and
marketing service activities, including
projects aimed at:

(1) Developing and testing new or
more efficient methods of processing,
packaging, handling, storing,
transporting, and distributing food and
other agricultural products;

(2) Assessing customer response to
new or alternative agricultural products
or marketing services and evaluating
potential opportunities for U.S.
producers, processors and other
agribusinesses, in both domestic and
international markets; and

(3) Identifying problems and
impediments in existing channels of
trade between producers and consumers
of agricultural products and devising
improved marketing practices, facilities,
or systems to address such problems.

While all proposals which fall within
the FSMIP guidelines will be
considered, States are encouraged to
submit proposals in the following areas,
which correspond with ongoing
national initiatives in support of:

(1) Small farms—to increase the base
of marketing research and marketing
services of particular importance to
small-scale, limited-resource farmers
and rural agribusinesses, with emphasis
on projects aimed at identifying and
improving producers’ abilities to
participate in alternative domestic and
export markets;

(2) Direct marketing—to identify and
evaluate opportunities for producers to
respond directly to new or expanding
consumer demands for products and
value-adding services, with emphasis on
projects which concurrently address the
needs of presently under served
consumers; and

(3) Sustainable agriculture—to
encourage the development of
marketing channels and methods
consistent with maintaining or
improving the environment, with

emphasis on projects aimed at
expanding consumers’ choices with
regard to the environmental impact of
alternative production and marketing
technologies.

Copies of the FSMIP guidelines may
be obtained by contacting the person
listed as the contact for further
information. FSMIP is listed in the
“Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance” under number 10.156 and
subject agencies must adhere to Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which
bars discrimination in all Federally
assisted programs.

Authority: 7. U.S.C. 1621-1627.
Dated: December 12, 2000.
Aggie Thompson,

Acting Deputy Administrator, Transportation
and Marketing Programs.

[FR Doc. 00-32295 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Food and Nutrition Service

The Emergency Food Assistance
Program Availability of Commodities
for Fiscal Year 2001

AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service,
USDA.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
surplus and purchased commodities
that the Department expects to make
available for donation to States for use
in providing food assistance to the
needy under the Emergency Food
Assistance Program (TEFAP) in Fiscal
Year (FY) 2001. The commodities made
available under this notice shall, at the
discretion of the State, be distributed to
organizations for use in preparing
meals, and/or for distribution to
households for home consumption.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lillie Ragan, Assistant Branch Chief,
Household Programs Branch, Food
Distribution Division, Food and
Nutrition Service, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3101 Park Center Drive,
Alexandria, Virginia 22302—1594 or
telephone (703) 305-2662.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background and Need for Action

Surplus Commodities

Surplus commodities donated for
distribution under TEFAP are
Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC)
commodities determined to be available
for donation by the Secretary of
Agriculture under the authority of

section 416 of the Agricultural Act of
1949, 7 U.S.C. 1431 (section 416) and
commodities purchased under the
surplus removal authority of section 32
of the Act of August 24, 1935, 7 U.S.C.
612c (section 32). The types of
commodities typically made available
under section 416 include dairy, grains,
oils, and peanut products. The types of
commodities purchased under section
32 include meat, poultry, fish,
vegetables, dry beans, juices and fruits.
Donations of surplus commodities were
initiated in 1981 as part of the
Department’s efforts to reduce
stockpiles of government-owned
commodities, such as cheese, flour,
butter, and cornmeal, which had been
acquired under section 416. These
donations responded to concern over
the costs to taxpayers of storing large
quantities of foods, while at the same
time there were persons in need of food
assistance. Because of changes in the
agricultural commodity loan programs
which have brought supply and demand
into better balance, and accelerated
donations and sales, the supply of
surplus commodities has been reduced
from the early 1980s. However, this
trend reversed itself beginning in FY
1997. In FY 2000, the Department
purchased over $159.5 million worth of
surplus commodities. Most of these
were purchased with Section 32 funds.
The authority to donate surplus
commodities for distribution through
TEFAP is currently codified in Section
202 of the Emergency Food Assistance
Act of 1983, 7 U.S.C. 7502 (EFAA).

In FY 2001, the Department
anticipates that there will be sufficient
quantities of nonfat dry milk available
for donation under section 416, and
raisins and frozen lamb under section
32, to support the distribution of these
commodities through TEFAP in FY
2001. The Department would like to
point out that commodity acquisitions
are based on changing agricultural
market conditions; therefore, the
availability of commodities is subject to
change. Approximately half of the
surplus commodities purchased in FY
2000 will be delivered in FY 2001.
These commodities include frozen lamb
roasts, frozen sausage, trail mix, dried
cranberries, dried and frozen cherries,
frozen strawberries, frozen and canned
peaches, fresh and canned pears, figs,
almonds, and the following canned
items: cranberry sauce, applesauce,
apricots, grape juice, cranapple juice,
apple juice, and tomato products.

In addition to the surplus
commodities the Department expects to
make available under sections 416 and
32, the Agricultural Risk Protection Act
of 2000, Public Law 106—224, makes
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$200 million available for use in
purchasing specialty crops that
experienced low prices during the 1998
and 1999 crop years. These include
apples, black-eyed peas, cherries, citrus
crops, cranberries or cranberry products,
onions, melons, peaches, and potatoes.
Section 816 of the Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug
Administration, and Related Activities
Appropriation Act of 2001 (Public Law
106-387) requires that not less than $30
million of the total $200 million be used
for cranberry products. A significant
amount of these commodities will be
made available for distribution through
TEFAP in FY 2001.

Purchased Commodities

Congress responded to the reduced
availability of surplus commodities with
section 104 of the Hunger Prevention
Act of 1988, Public Law 100-435, which
added sections 213 and 214 to the
EFAA. Those sections require the
Secretary to purchase commodities for
distribution to States in addition to
those surplus commodities which
otherwise might be provided to States
for distribution under TEFAP. Under
section 871(d) of the Personal
Responsibility and Work Opportunity
Reconciliation Act of 1996, Public Law
104—193, Congress repealed the
authorization of funds for food
purchases under section 214 of the
EFAA. However, section 871(g) added a
new section 27 to the Food Stamp Act
of 1977, 7 U.S.C. 2011, et seq. (FSA),
under which the Secretary is required to
use $100 million from the funds made
available to carry out the FSA for each
of FYs 1997 through 2002 to purchase
a variety of nutritious and useful
commodities and distribute the
commodities to States for distribution
through TEFAP. In addition to the $100
million, the Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug
Administration, and Related Activities
Appropriation Act of 2001 (Pub. L. 106—
387), provides a separate administrative
funding appropriation of $45 million
that is allocated among States in the
same manner as commodities. At the
discretion of each State, any funds
remaining after the State has met the
EFAA requirement that at least 40
percent of all funds received must be
provided to cover the direct expenses of
emergency feeding organizations may be
used by the Department to purchase
additional commodities for TEFAP (7
U.S.C. 7508).

For FY 2001, the Department
anticipates purchasing the following
commodities for distribution through
TEFAP: Dehydrated potatoes, corn
syrup, egg mix, blackeye beans, great

northern beans, kidney beans, lima
beans, pinto beans, prunes, raisins,
bakery mix, lowfat bakery mix, egg
noodles, white corn grits, macaroni,
oats, peanut butter, rice, spaghetti,
vegetable oil, rice cereal, corn flakes,
corn squares, oat cereal, frozen ground
beef, frozen chicken, frozen turkey roast,
and the following canned items: Green
beans, refried beans, vegetarian beans,
cream corn, whole kernel corn, sliced
potatoes, spaghetti sauce, tomatoes,
tomato sauce, tomato soup, vegetarian
soup, apple juice, grapefruit juice,
orange juice, pineapple juice, tomato
juice, peaches, pineapples, applesauce,
pears, plums, beef, beef stew, chicken,
pork, tuna, and roasted peanuts. In
addition, the Department expects to
purchase the following new items:
Frozen ham, bran flakes, canned carrots,
and cranapple juice. The amounts of
each item purchased will depend on the
prices the Department must pay, as well
as the quantity of each item requested
by the States. Changes in agricultural
market conditions may result in the
availability of additional types of
commodities or the non-availability of
one or more types listed above. State
officials will be responsible for
determining how to allocate the
commodities each State receives among
eligible organizations. States have full
discretion in determining the amount of
commodities that will be made available
to organizations for distribution to
needy households for use in home-
prepared meals or for providing
prepared meals to the needy at
congregate feeding sites.

Dated: December 12, 2000.
George A. Braley,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 00-32287 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3410-30-U

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-428-801]

Antifriction Bearings (Other Than
Tapered Roller Bearings) and Parts
Thereof From France, Germany, ltaly,
Japan, Singapore, Sweden, Thailand,
and the United Kingdom; Amended
Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Reviews

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of amended final results
of antidumping duty administrative
reviews.

SUMMARY: On November 15, 2000, the
Department of Commerce published the
amended final results of administrative
reviews of the antidumping duty orders
on antifriction bearings (other than
tapered roller bearings) and parts
thereof from France, Germany, Italy,
Japan, Singapore, Sweden, Thailand,
and the United Kingdom (see 65 FR
68974). The classes or kinds of
merchandise covered by these reviews
are ball bearings and parts thereof,
cylindrical roller bearings and parts
thereof, and spherical plain bearings
and parts thereof. The period of review
is May 1, 1993, through April 30, 1994.
Subsequent to publication of these
results, we found that one matter,
relating to the reviews of the orders on
antifriction bearings and parts thereof
from Germany, remains pending before
the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit and that,
consequently, the amended results do
not reflect the final results of review for
the respondent-company FAG
Kugelfischer Georg Schaefer AG.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 19, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Edythe Artman or Richard Rimlinger,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230; telephone (202) 482—-4733.

Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Tariff Act), are references
to the provisions in effect as of
December 31, 1994. In addition, unless
otherwise indicated, all citations to the
Department of Commerce’s (the
Department’s) regulations are to the
regulations as codified at 19 CFR part
353 (1995).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On November 15, 2000, the
Department of Commerce published the
amended final results of administrative
reviews of the antidumping duty orders
on antifriction bearings (other than
tapered roller bearings) and parts
thereof from France, Germany, Italy,
Japan, Singapore, Sweden, Thailand,
and the United Kingdom. The classes or
kinds of merchandise covered by these
reviews are ball bearings and parts
thereof, cylindrical roller bearings and
parts thereof, and spherical plain
bearings and parts thereof. The period of
review is May 1, 1993, through April 30,
1994.
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In our notice of amended final results,
we stated that all litigation pertaining to
the results of the reviews was final and
conclusive. This statement was
erroneous; one matter relating to the
administrative reviews of the orders on
antifriction bearings and parts thereof
from Germany remains pending before
the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit (CAFC). This matter
concerns the final results of review for
one respondent, FAG Kugelfischer
Georg Schaefer AG (FAG Germany).
Hence, the results for FAG Germany that
we published in our notice of amended
final results do not reflect the final
results for this company. We will not
instruct the U.S. Customs service to
liquidate entries for this company until
all final and conclusive action has been
taken on the pending matter and after
we have published amended final
results of review for this respondent.

Amendment to Final Results

The amended final results of the
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on antifriction
bearings (other than tapered roller
bearings) and parts thereof from
Germany that we published in a notice
of amended final results of review on
November 15, 2000, do not reflect the
final results for the respondent-
company FAG Germany.

This notice is published pursuant to
section 751(a) of the Tariff Act.

Dated: December 11, 2000.
Troy H. Cribb,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 00-32170 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration
[A-588-824]

Certain Corrosion-Resistant Carbon
Steel Flat Products From Japan:
Rescission of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of rescission of

antidumping duty administrative
review.

SUMMARY: On October 2, 2000, the
Department of Commerce published in
the Federal Register (65 FR 58733) a
notice announcing the initiation of an
administrative review of the

antidumping duty order on Certain
Corrosion-Resistant Carbon Steel Flat
Products from Japan for three
producers/exporters, Nippon Steel
Corporation (“Nippon”), Kawasaki Steel
Corporation (‘“Kawasaki”), and Daido
Metal Corporation (“Daido”) covering
the period of review (“POR”), which is
August 1, 1999 through July 31, 2000.
The Department of Commerce is
rescinding this review with respect to
Nippon and Kawasaki pursuant to a
timely request from petitioners, the only
party that requested the review of these
companies. In addition, we are
rescinding this review with respect to
Daido because, on November 21, 2000,
its affiliated U.S. importer, Dana Glacier
Daido America, LLC (“Dana’’), who had
requested the review, withdrew its
request for this review within 90 days
of the date of publication of notice of
initiation, pursuant to 19 CFR
351.213(d)(1). Petitioners did not
request a review of Daido.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 19, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Catherine Bertrand, Brandon Farlander,
or Laurel LaCivita, Office 9, AD/CVD
Enforcement Group III, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—-3207, (202) 482-
0182, or (202) 482—4243, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended, are to the provisions effective
January 1, 1995, the effective date of the
amendments made to the Tariff Act by
the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(URAA). In addition, unless otherwise
indicated, all citations to the
Department of Commerce’s (the
Department) regulations are to the
regulations codified at 19 CFR part 351
(2000).

Background

The Department published in the
Federal Register on August 16, 2000 (65
FR 49962) a “Notice of Opportunity to
Request Administrative Review” of the
antidumping duty order on Certain
Corrosion-Resistant Carbon Steel Flat
Products from Japan. On August 31,
2000, petitioners requested that the
Department conduct an administrative
review of this order with respect to
Nippon and Kawasaki. Also, on August
31, 2000, Dana requested an
administrative review for merchandise
produced by Daido and imported by

Dana, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. section
1675(a)(1) and 19 CFR section
351.213(b)(3). On October 2, 2000, the
Department initiated an administrative
review for the period August 1, 1999
through July 31, 2000 (65 FR 58733). On
October 3, 1999, the Department issued
questionnaires to Nippon, Kawasaki,
and Daido.

Kawasaki

On November 8, 2000, Kawasaki
submitted section A of its questionnaire
response. On December 6, 2000,
petitioners requested that the
Department rescind the review with
respect to Kawasaki. Petitioners were
the only party requesting the review and
their request for withdrawal was made
within 90 days of the date of publication
of the notice of initiation in accordance
with 19 CFR section 351.213(d)(1) of the
Department’s regulations. The
Department is therefore rescinding the
review with respect to Kawasaki in
accordance with that regulation.

Nippon

On October 31, 2000, Nippon
submitted section A of its questionnaire
response. On December 6, 2000,
petitioners requested that the
Department rescind the review with
respect to Nippon. Petitioners were the
only party requesting the review and
their request for withdrawal was made
within 90 days of the date of publication
of the notice of initiation in accordance
with 19 CFR section 351.213(d)(1). The
Department is therefore rescinding the
review with respect to Nippon in
accordance with that regulation.

Daido

On November 21, 2000, U.S. importer
Dana withdrew its request for
administrative review of Daido. Dana
was the only party requesting the review
and its request for withdrawal was made
within 90 days of the date of publication
of the notice of initiation in accordance
with 19 CFR section 351.213(d)(1). The
Department is therefore rescinding the
review with respect to Daido in
accordance with that regulation.

This notice is issued and published in
accordance with 19 CFR section
351.213(d)(4).

Dated: December 12, 2000.
Joseph A. Spetrini,
Deputy Assistant Secretary, AD/CVD
Enforcement Group III.
[FR Doc. 00-32172 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

National Institute of Standards and
Technology Notice of Decision on
Application for Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Instrument

This decision is made pursuant to
Section 6(c) of the Educational,
Scientific, and Cultural Materials
Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89—
651, 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR part 301).
Related records can be viewed between
8:30 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. in Room 4211,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC.

Docket Number: 00-029.

Applicant: National Institute of
Standards and Technology,
Gaithersburg, MD 20899-8221.

Instrument: Vacuum Balance and
Vacuum Chamber.

Manufacturer: Metrotec Engineering
ag, Switzerland.

Intended Use: See notice at 65 FR
62334, October 18, 2000.

Comments: None received.

Decision: Approved. No instrument of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
instrument, for such purposes as it is
intended to be used, is being
manufactured in the United States.

Reasons: The foreign instrument
provides: (1) Resolution of 0.1 pg, (2) a
fully automated chamber permitting
continuous unattended weighing and (3)
repeatability of measurements under
vacuum to 0.3 ug. The U.S. Air Force
Measurement and Standards
Laboratories advised November 28, 2000
that (1) these capabilities are pertinent
to the applicant’s intended purpose and
(2) it knows of no domestic instrument
or apparatus of equivalent scientific
value to the foreign instrument for the
applicant’s intended use.

We know of no other instrument or
apparatus of equivalent scientific value
to the foreign instrument which is being
manufactured in the United States.

Gerald A. Zerdy,
Program Manager, Statutory Import Programs

Staff.
[FR Doc. 00-32171 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Availability of Seats for the Olympic
Coast National Marine Sanctuary
Advisory Council

AGENCY: National Marine Sanctuary
Program (NMSP), National Ocean
Service (NOS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Department of Commerce (DOC).
ACTION: Notice and request for
applications.

SUMMARY: The Olympic Coast National
Marine Sanctuary (OCNMS) is seeking
applicants for the following vacant seats
on its Sanctuary Advisory Council
(Council): The Marine Business/Ports/
Industry seat and the Fishing seat.
Applicants are chosen based upon their
particular expertise and experience in
relation to the seat for which they are
applying; community and professional
affiliations; philosophy regarding the
conservation and management of marine
resources; and the length of residence or
experience in the area affected by the
Sanctuary. Applicants who are chosen
as members should expect to serve
three-year terms, pursuant to the
Council’s Charter.

DATES: Applications are due by
December 29, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Application kits may be
obtained by from Andrew Palmer at 138
W. First St., Port Angles, WA 98362—
2600. completed applications should be
sent to the same address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew Palmer at (360) 467—6622, ex.
30, or email at
Andrew.Palmer@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
OCNMS Advisory Council was
originally established in August 1995
and has a broad representation
consisting of 19 members. The Council
represents the coordination link
between the Sanctuary and the state and
federal management agencies, Native
American tribes, researchers, educators,
policy makers, and other various groups
that help to focus efforts for
management and protection of natural
and cultural resources of the Olympic
Coast National Marine Sanctuary.

The Council functions in an advisory
capacity to the Sanctuary
Superintendent and is instrumental in
helping produce annual operating plans
and reports by identifying education,
outreach, research, long-term
monitoring, resource protection and
revenue enhancement priorities. The

Council works in concert with the
Sanctuary Superintendent by keeping
him or her informed about issues of
concern throughout the Sanctuary,
offering recommendations on specific
issues, and aiding the Superintendent in
achieving the goals of the Sanctuary
program.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. Section 1431 et seq.
(Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog
Number 11.429 Marine Sanctuary Program)

Dated: December 13, 2000.

Margaret A. Davidson,

Acting Assistant Administrator for Ocean and
Coastal Zone Management.

[FR Doc. 00-32303 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-08-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Announcement of Import Limits and
Guaranteed Access Levels for Certain
Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in Costa Rica

December 13, 2000.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs establishing
limits and guaranteed access levels.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Naomi Freeman, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482—4212. For information on the
quota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port,
call (202) 927-5850, or refer to the U.S.
Customs website at http://
www.customs.gov. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings, call
(202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The import restraint limits and
Guaranteed Access Levels (GALs) for
textile products, produced or
manufactured in Costa Rica and
exported during the period January 1,
2001 through December 31, 2001 are
based on limits notified to the Textiles
Monitoring Body pursuant to the
Uruguay Round Agreement on Textiles
and Clothing (ATC).

In the letter published below, the
Chairman of CITA directs the
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Commissioner of Customs to establish
limits and guaranteed access levels for
2001.

These specific limits and guaranteed
access levels do not apply to goods that
qualify for quota-free entry under the
Trade and Development Act of 2000.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 64 FR 71982,
published on December 22, 1999).
Information regarding the 2001
CORRELATION will be published in the
Federal Register at a later date.

Requirements for participation in the
Special Access Program are available in
Federal Register notice 63 FR 16474,
published on April 3, 1998.

Richard B. Steinkamp,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

December 13, 2000.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: Pursuant to section
204 of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 1854); Executive Order
11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended; and the
Uruguay Round Agreement on Textiles and
Clothing (ATC), you are directed to prohibit,
effective on January 1, 2001, entry into the
United States for consumption and
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption
of cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile
products in the following categories,
produced or manufactured in Costa Rica and
exported during the twelve-month period
beginning on January 1, 2001 and extending
through December 31, 2001, in excess of the
following restraint limits:

Category Twelve-month limit
340/640 .......... 1,375,545 dozen.
342/642 .... 507,791 dozen.

347/348 ...

2,318,099 dozen.
225,536 numbers.
12,160 dozen.

The limits set forth above are subject to
adjustment pursuant to the provisions of the
ATC and administrative arrangements
notified to the Textiles Monitoring Body.

Products in the above categories exported
during 2000 shall be charged to the
applicable category limits for that year (see
directive dated September 13, 1999) to the
extent of any unfilled balances. In the event
the limits established for that period have
been exhausted by previous entries, such
products shall be charged to the limits set
forth in this directive.

Also pursuant to the ATC, and under the
terms of the Special Access Program, as set

forth in 63 FR 16474 (April 3, 1998), you are
directed to establish guaranteed access levels
for properly certified cotton, wool and man-
made fiber textile products in the following
categories which are assembled in Costa Rica
from fabric formed and cut in the United
States and re-exported to the United States
from Costa Rica during the period beginning
on January 1, 2001 and extending through
December 31, 2001:

Guaranteed access

Category level
340/640 ......ccovveeneen. 650,000 dozen.
342/642 .. 250,000 dozen.
347/348 .. 1,500,000 dozen.
443 ......... 200,000 numbers.
AT e 4,000 dozen.

Any shipment for entry under the Special
Access Program which is not accompanied
by a valid and correct certification in
accordance with the provisions of the
certification requirements established in the
directive of May 15, 1990 (55 FR 21074), as
amended, shall be denied entry unless the
Government of Costa Rica authorizes the
entry and any charges to the appropriate
specific limit. Any shipment which is
declared for entry under the Special Access
Program but found not to qualify shall be
denied entry into the United States.

These specific limits and guaranteed access
levels do not apply to goods that qualify for
quota-free entry under the Trade and
Development Act of 2000.

In carrying out the above directions, the
Commissioner of Customs should construe
entry into the United States for consumption
to include entry for consumption into the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of
U.S.C.553(a)(1).

Sincerely,
Richard B. Steinkamp,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 00-32288 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Announcement of Import Restraint
Limits for Certain Cotton, Man-Made
Fiber, Silk Blend and Other Vegetable
Fiber Textiles and Textile Products
Produced or Manufactured in India and
Extension of Suspension of Group Il
Restriction for Certain Man-Made Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in India

December 13, 2000.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs establishing
limits and extending suspension of the
Group II restriction for certain products
from India.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ross
Arnold, International Trade Specialist,
Office of Textiles and Apparel, U.S.
Department of Commerce, (202) 482—
4212. For information on the quota
status of these limits, refer to the Quota
Status Reports posted on the bulletin
boards of each Customs port, call (202)
927-5850, or refer to the U.S. Customs
website at http://www.customs.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, call (202) 482—3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The import restraint limits for textile
products, produced or manufactured in
India and exported during the period
January 1, 2001 through December 31,
2001 are based on limits notified to the
Textiles Monitoring Body pursuant to
the Uruguay Round Agreement on
Textiles and Clothing (ATC).

In addition, a document published in
the Federal Register on December 16,
1999 (64 FR 70219) announced the
extension of the suspension of the
Group I restriction for rayon filament
yarn in HTS number 5403.31.0040 in
Category 606 from India for the period
January 1, 2000 through December 31,
2000. Also see 62 FR 60826, published
on November 13, 1997.

The Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
has decided to extend the suspension
for an additional twelve-month period
beginning on January 1, 2001 and
extending through December 31, 2001.
A visa is still required for this product.

In the letter published below, the
Chairman of CITA directs the
Commissioner of Customs to establish
the 2001 limits and extend the
suspension of the Group II restriction.
The 2001 limits for certain categories
have been reduced for carryforward
applied to the 2000 limits.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 64 FR 71982,
published on December 22, 1999.
Information regarding the 2001
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CORRELATION will be published in the
Federal Register at a later date.

Richard B. Steinkamp,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

December 13, 2000.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: Pursuant to section
204 of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 1854); Executive Order
11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended; and the
Uruguay Round Agreement on Textiles and
Clothing (ATC), you are directed to prohibit,
effective on January 1, 2001, entry into the
United States for consumption and
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption
of cotton, man-made fiber, silk blend and
other vegetable fiber textiles and textile
products in the following categories,
produced or manufactured in India and
exported during the twelve-month period
beginning on January 1, 2001 and extending
through December 31, 2001, in excess of the
following levels of restraint:

Category Twelve—ml?rrrlﬁr restraint
Levels in Group |
218 i 19,121,200 square
meters.
219 e 85,101,905 square
meters.
313 e 51,161,252 square
meters.
314 i 10,131,179 square
meters.
315 17,016,322 square
meters.
317 i 47,375,063 square
meters.
326 i 10,479,527 square
meters.
334/634 171,092 dozen.
335/635 ... 761,700 dozen.
336/636 .... 1,089,580 dozen.
338/339 .... 4,401,129 dozen.
340/640 2,324,008 dozen.
341 i 4,723,878 dozen of
which not more than
2,834,325 dozen
shall be in Category
341-Y 1
342/642 ... 1,542,444 dozen.
345 i, 241,702 dozen.
347/348 777,632 dozen.
351/651 .... 326,043 dozen.
56,499,852 numbers.
1,595,943 kilograms.
870,514 kilograms.
1,795,799 dozen.
1,042,804 dozen.

Twelve-month restraint

Category limit

Group I

200, 201, 220-227,
237, 239pt.4, 300,
301, 331-333,
350, 352, 359pt.5,
360-362, 600—
604, 6066, 607,
611-629, 631,
633, 638, 639,
643-646, 649,
650, 652, 659pt.7,
666, 669pt.8, 670,
831, 833-838,
840-858 and
859pt.9, as a
group.

141,637,412 square
meters equivalent.

1Category 341-Y: only HTS numbers
6204.22.3060, 6206.30.3010, 6206.30.3030
and 6211.42.0054.

2Category 369-D: only HTS numbers

6302.60.0010, 6302.91.0005 and
6302.91.0045.
3Category 369-S: only HTS number
6307.10.2005.
4Category 239pt.. only HTS number

6209.20.5040 (diapers).

5Category 359pt.: all HTS numbers except
6406.99.1550.

6 Category 606: all HTS numbers except
5403.31.0040 (for administrative purposes
Category 606 is designated as 606(1)).

7 Category 659pt.: all HTS numbers except
6406.99.1510 and 6406.99.1540.

8 Category 669pt.: all HTS numbers except
5601.10.2000, 5601.22.0090, 5607.49.3000,
5607.50.4000 and 6406.10.9040.

9Category 859pt.: only HTS numbers
6115.19.8040, 6117.10.6020, 6212.10.5030,
6212.10.9040, 6212.20.0030, 6212.30.0030,
6212.90.0090, 6214.10.2000 and
6214.90.0090.

The limits set forth above are subject to
adjustment pursuant to the provisions of the
ATC and administrative arrangements
notified to the Textiles Monitoring Body.

Products in the above categories exported
during 2000 shall be charged to the
applicable category limits for that year (see
directive dated December 10, 1999) to the
extent of any unfilled balances. In the event
the limits established for that period have
been exhausted by previous entries, such
products shall be charged to the limits set
forth in this directive.

In addition, effective on January 1, 2001,
man-made fiber textile products in HTS
5403.31.0040 in Category 606, in Group II,
produced or manufactured in India and
exported during the twelve-month period
beginning on January 1, 2001 and extending
through December 31, 2001, shall not be
subject to the Group II quota established for
the 2001 period. A visa is still required for
this product.

For U.S. Customs’ administrative purposes,
the remaining HTS numbers in Category 606
shall be designated Category 606(1) 1°.

Also effective on January 1, 2001, you are
directed to require, entry/entry summary
procedures and you shall continue to count
imports for consumption and withdrawals
from warehouse for consumption of textile

10 Category 606(1): all HTS numbers except
5403.31.0040 (Category 606(2)).

products in HTS number 5403.31.0040 in
Category 606(2) 11, produced or
manufactured in India and exported during
the periods January 1, 2000 through
December 31, 2000 and January 1, 2001
through December 31, 2001.

Inasmuch as these imports may later be
charged against the Group II level, it is
important that an accurate count be taken.

In carrying out the above directions, the
Commissioner of Customs should construe
entry into the United States for consumption
to include entry for consumption into the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,
Richard B. Steinkamp,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 00-32290 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Extension of Suspension of Group Il
Restriction for Certain Man-Made Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in India and Request for
Public Comments

December 13, 2000.
AGENCY: Committee for the

Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Extending suspension of the
Group II restriction for certain products
from India and requesting public
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ross
Arnold, International Trade Specialist,
Office of Textiles and Apparel, U.S.
Department of Commerce, (202) 482—
4212.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

A document published in the Federal
Register on December 16, 1999 (64 FR
70219) announced the extension of the
suspension of the Group II restriction
for rayon filament yarn in HTS number
5403.31.0040 in Category 606 from India
for the period January 1, 2000 through
December 31, 2000. Also see 62 FR
60826, published on November 13,
1997.

11 Category 606(2): only HTS number
5403.31.0040.
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The Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
has decided to extend the suspension
for an additional twelve-month period
beginning on January 1, 2001 and
extending through December 31, 2001.
A visa is still required for this product.

Anyone wishing to comment or
provide data or information regarding
the treatment of imports in HTS number
5403.31.0040 from India or to comment
on domestic production or availability
of products included in HTS number
5403.31.0040 is invited to submit 10
copies of such comments or information
to Richard B. Steinkamp, Chairman,
Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230;
ATTN: Becky Geiger.

Comments or information submitted
in response to this notice will be
available for public inspection in the
Office of Textiles and Apparel, room
H3100, U.S. Department of Commerce,
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC.

Further comments may be invited
regarding particular comments or
information received from the public
which the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
considers appropriate for further
consideration.

The solicitation of comments is not a
waiver in any respect of the exemption
contained in 5 U.S.C. 553(a)(1) relating
to matters which constitute ““a foreign
affairs function of the United States.”

Richard B. Steinkamp,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 00-32289 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[CFDA Nos.: 84.170; 84.200]

Graduate Assistance in Areas of
National Need (GAANN) and Jacob K.
Javits Fellowship Program (JKJ)

AGENCY: Office of Postsecondary
Education, Department of Education.
ACTION: Notice inviting applications for
new awards for fiscal year (FY) 2001;
clarification.

SUMMARY: On September 11, 2000 we
published in the Federal Register
Notices Inviting Applications for New
Awards for FY 2001 for the GAANN and
JKJ fellowship programs. (GAANN at 65
FR 54844 and JK]J at 65 FR 54843). The
notices announced that the Secretary
would determine both the GAANN and
JK]J fellowship stipend levels for the

academic year 2001-2002 based on the
level of support provided by the
National Science Foundation (NSF)
graduate fellowships, with adjustments
as necessary to ensure that the amount
would not exceed the fellow’s
demonstrated level of financial need.

This notice is to clarify that the
Secretary will make the determination
of the stipend levels for both GAANN
and JKJ fellowships by using the level
of the NSF stipend level for the
Graduate Research Fellowship Program
as of February 1, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
GAANN: Cosette H. Ryan, Graduate
Assistance in Areas of National Need
Program, U.S. Department of Education,
1900 K Street, NW., 6th Floor,
Washington, DC 20006—8521.
Telephone: (202) 502-7637. The e-mail
address for the GAANN Program is:
ope_gaann_program@ed.gov

For JKJ: Carolyn Proctor, Jacob K.
Javits Fellowship Program, U.S.
Department of Education, International
Education and Graduate Programs
Service, 1990 K Street, NW., Suite 6000,
Washington DC 20006—8521.
Telephone: (202) 502-7542. The e-mail
address for the JKJ Program is:
ope_javits_program@ed.gov

If you use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD), you may call
the Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339.

Individuals with disabilities may
obtain this document in an alternative
format (e.g., Braille, large print,
audiotape, or computer diskette) on
request to the contact person listed
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

Electronic Access to This Document

You may view this document, as well
as all other Department of Education
documents published in the Federal
Register, in text or Adobe Portable
Document Format (PDF) on the Internet
at either of the following sites:
http://ocfo.ed.gov/fedreg.htm
http://www.ed.gov/news.html

To use PDF you must have the Adobe
Acrobat Reader, which is available free
at either of the previous sites. If you
have questions about using PDF, call the
U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO),
toll free, at 1-888—293—6498; or in the
Washington, DC area at (202) 512—1530.

Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/
index.html

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1134-1134d
and 1135-1135e.

Dated: December 12, 2000.
A. Lee Fritschler,

Assistant Secretary, Office of Postsecondary
Education.

[FR Doc. 00-32198 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Web-Based Education Commission:
Postponement of Press Conference

AGENCY: Office of Postsecondary
Education, Education.

SUMMARY: The Commission published a
notice in the Federal Register on
December 11, 2000 (65 FR 77350),
announcing a press conference to be
held on December 14, 2000 at 9:30 a.m.
Due to a scheduling conflict, the press
conference has been rescheduled.

DATES: The press conference will be
held on December 19, 2000 at 1 p.m. It
will be held at the National Press Club,
529 14th St., NW., in Washington, DC,
in the Hollerman Lounge.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Byer, Executive Director, Web-
based Education Commission, U.S.
Department of Education, 1990 K Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20006—8533.
Telephone: (202) 219-7045. Fax: (202)
502-7675. Email:
web_commission@ed.gov.

Note: The official version of this document
is the document published in the Federal
Register. Free Internet access to the official
edition of the Federal Register and the Code
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO
Access at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/
indes.html/.

Dated: December 14, 2000.
A. Lee Fritschler,

Assistant Secretary, Office of Postsecondary
Education.

[FR Doc. 00-32367 Filed 12—15-00; 10:16
am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Science Financial Assistance
Program Notice 01-07: SciDAC—
Integrated Software Infrastructure
Centers

AGENCY: Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice inviting research grant
applications.

SUMMARY: The Office of Advanced
Scientific Computing Research (OASCR)
of the Office of Science (SC), U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE), hereby
announces its interest in receiving
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applications for projects in the
Integrated Software Infrastructure
Centers (ISIC) component of the
Scientific Discovery through Advanced
Computing (SciDAC) research program.
The software infrastructure vision of
SciDAC is for a comprehensive,
portable, and fully integrated suite of
systems software and tools for the
effective management and utilization of
terascale computational resources by
SciDAG applications. This
infrastructure will provide maximum
performance, robustness, portability and
ease of use to application developers,
end users, and system administrators.
Successful ISIC activities must establish
and maintain close interactions with
other ISIC activities and SciDAC efforts,
and it is essential that they address the
complete software lifecycle including
transition of successful research
software to robust production software
and appropriate mechanisms for long
term software support and evolution.
Partnerships among universities,
national laboratories, and industry are
encouraged. The full text of Program
Notice 01-07 is available via the
Internet using the following web site
address: http://www.science.doe.gov/
production/grants/grants.html.

DATES: Preapplications referencing
Program Notice 01-07 should be
received by January 31, 2001.

Formal applications in response to
this notice should be received by 4:30
p.m., E.S.T., March 15, 2001, to be
accepted for merit review and funding
in FY 2001.

ADDRESSES: Preapplications referencing
Program Notice 01-07 should be sent
via e-mail using the following address:
preapplications@er.doe.gov.

Formal applications referencing
Program Notice 01-07, should be
forwarded to: U.S. Department of
Energy, Office of Science, Grants and
Contracts Division, SC-64, 19901
Germantown Road, Germantown, MD
20874-1290, ATTN: Program Notice 01—
07. This address must be used when
submitting applications by U.S. Postal
Service Express Mail or any commercial
mail delivery service, or when hand-
carried by the applicant.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Frederick C. Johnson, Office of Science,
U.S. Department of Energy, 19901
Germantown Road, Germantown, MD
20874-1290, telephone: (301) 903-5800,
E-mail: fjohnson@er.doe.gov, fax: (301)
903-7774.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Scientific Discovery Through Advanced
Computing

Advanced scientific computing will
be a key contributor to scientific
research in the 21st Century. Within the
Office of Science (SC), scientific
computing programs and facilities are
already essential to progress in many
areas of research critical to the nation.
Major scientific challenges exist in all
SC research programs that can best be
addressed through advances in
scientific supercomputing, e.g.,
designing materials with selected
properties, elucidating the structure and
function of proteins, understanding and
controlling plasma turbulence, and
designing new particle accelerators. To
help ensure its missions are met, SC is
bringing together advanced scientific
computing and scientific research in an
integrated program entitled ““Scientific
Discovery Through Advanced
Computing.”

The Opportunity and the Challenge

Extraordinary advances in computing
technology in the past decade have set
the stage for a major advance in
scientific computing. Within the next
five to ten years, computers 1,000 times
faster than today’s computers will
become available. These advances
herald a new era in scientific
computing. Using such computers, it
will be possible to dramatically extend
our exploration of the fundamental
processes of nature (e.g., the structure of
matter from the most elementary
particles to the building blocks of life,)
as well as advance our ability to predict
the behavior of a broad range of
complex natural and engineered
systems (e.g., the earth’s climate or an
automobile engine).

To exploit this opportunity, these
computing advances must be translated
into corresponding increases in the
performance of the scientific codes used
to model physical, chemical, and
biological systems. This is a daunting
problem. Current advances in
computing technology are being driven
by market forces in the commercial
sector, not by scientific computing.
Harnessing commercial computing
technology for scientific research poses
problems unlike those encountered in
previous supercomputers, in magnitude
as well as in kind. As noted in the 1998
report ! from the NSF/DOE ‘‘National
Workshop on Advanced Scientific

1This workshop was sponsored by the National
Science Foundation and the Department of Energy
and hosted by the National Academy of Sciences on
July 30-31, 1998. Copies of the report may be
obtained from:

Computing” and the 1999 report 2 from
the President’s Information Technology
Advisory Committee, this problem will
only be solved by increased investments
in computer software—in research and
development on scientific simulation
codes as well as on the mathematical
and computing systems software that
underlie these codes.

Investment Plan of the Office of Science

To meet the challenge posed by the
new generation of terascale computers,
SC will fund a set of coordinated
investments as outlined in its long-range
plan for scientific computing, Scientific
Discovery through Advanced
Computing,? submitted to Congress on
March 30, 2000. First, it will create a
Scientific Computing Software
Infrastructure that bridges the gap
between the advanced computing
technologies being developed by the
computer industry and the scientific
research programs sponsored by the
Office of Science. Specifically, the SC
effort proposes to:

» Create a new generation of
Scientific Simulation Codes that take
full advantage of the extraordinary
computing capabilities of terascale
computers.

» Create the Mathematical and
Computing Systems Software to enable
the Scientific Simulation Codes to
effectively and efficiently use terascale
computers.

» Create a Collaboratory Software
Environment to enable geographically-
separated scientists to effectively work
together as a team and to facilitate
remote access to both facilities and data.

These activities are supported by a
Scientific Computing Hardware
Infrastructure that will be tailored to
meet the needs of its research programs.
The Hardware Infrastructure is robust,
to provide the stable computing
resources needed by the scientific
applications; agile, to respond to
innovative advances in computer
technology that impact scientific
computing; and flexible, to allow the
most appropriate and economical
resources to be used to solve each class
of problems. Specifically, the SC
proposes to support:

» A Flagship Computing Facility, the
National Energy Research Scientific
Computing Center (NERSC), to provide
the robust, high-end computing
resources needed by a broad range of
scientific research programs.

2Copies of the PITAG report may be obtained
from: http://www.ccic.gov/ac/report/.

3 Copies of the SC computing plan, Scientific
Discovery through Advanced Computing, can be
downloaded from SC website at: http://
www.sc.doe.gov/production/octr/index.html.
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» Topical Computing Facilities to
provide computing resources tailored
for specific scientific applications and
to serve as the focal point for an
application community as it strives to
optimize its use of terascale computers.

» Experimental Computing Facilities
to assess the promise of new computing
technologies being developed by the
computer industry for scientific
applications.

Both sets of investments will create
exciting opportunities for teams of
researchers from laboratories and
universities to create new revolutionary
computing capabilities for scientific
discovery.

The Benefits

The Scientific Computing Software
Infrastructure, along with the upgrades
to the hardware infrastructure, will
enable laboratory and university
researchers to solve the most
challenging scientific problems faced by
the Office of Science at a level of
accuracy and detail never before
achieved. These developments will have
significant benefit to all of the
government agencies who rely on high-
performance scientific computing to
achieve their mission goals as well as to
the U.S. high-performance computing
industry.

Background

Integrated Software Infrastructure
Centers

This solicitation addresses the
Mathematical and Computing Systems
Software Environment element of the
SciDAC Scientific Computing Software
Infrastructure. ISIC envisions a
comprehensive, integrated, scalable, and
robust high performance software
infrastructure, which overcomes
difficult technical challenges to enable
the effective use of terascale systems by
SciDAC applications. ISIC addresses
needs for: New algorithms which scale
to parallel systems having thousands of
processors; methodology for achieving
portability and interoperability of
complex high performance scientific
software packages; operating systems
tools and support for the effective
management of terascale and beyond
systems; and effective tools for feature
identification, data management and
visualization of petabyte-scale scientific
data sets. ISIC provides the essential
computing and communications
infrastructure for support of SciDAC
applications. The ISIC effort
encompasses a multi-discipline
approach with activities in:

* Algorithms, methods, and
libraries—Algorithms, methods and

libraries that are fully scalable to many
thousands of processors with full
performance portability.

* Program development
environments and tools—Component-
based, fully integrated, terascale
program development and runtime
tools, which scale effectively and
provide maximum utility and ease-of-
use to developers and scientific end
users.

+ Operating system software and
tools—Systems software that scales to
tens of thousands of processors,
supports high performance application-
level communication and provides the
highest levels of fault tolerance,
reliability, manageability, and ease of
use for system administrators, tool
developers and end users.

* Visualization and data management
systems—Scalable, intuitive systems
fully supportive of SciDAC application
requirements for moving, storing,
analyzing, querying, manipulating and
visualizing multi-petabytes of scientific
data and objects.

The complexity of these challenges
and the strong emphasis on scalability,
interoperability and portability requires
novel approaches in the proposed
technical research and the research
management structure. ISIC emphasizes
the formation of Enabling Technologies
Centers (ETC) as an organizational basis
for successful applications. An ETC is a
virtual multi-institution, multi-
disciplinary team which will:

* Create mathematical and/or
computing systems software to enable
scientific simulation codes to take full
advantage of the extraordinary
capabilities of terascale computers;

» Work closely with application
teams and other SciDAC teams to ensure
that the most critical computer science
and applied mathematics issues are
addressed in a timely and
comprehensive fashion; and

» Address all aspects of the
successful research software lifecycle
including transition of a research code
into a robust production code and long
term software evolution and
maintenance and end user support.

Solicitation Emphasis

This notice is one of several that
addresses the initial requirements of the
SciDAC program. The focus is on four
topics: (1) Algorithms, methods and
libraries; (2) program development
environments and tools; (3) operating
systems software and tools; and (4)
visualization and data management.
Responses to this notice may propose
work in one or more of these areas and
may be single institution efforts or
partnerships that involve many

organizations. It is expected that most,
if not all, of the proposed activities will
be organized as ETCs. Specific areas of
interest include, but are not limited to,
the following examples listed for each
subtopic:

(1) Algorithms, Methods and
Mathematical Libraries

(a) Mesh generation and discretization
technology. Tools to facilitate the
generation and partitioning of all types
of meshes (structured, unstructured, and
chimera (overlapping)) designed for
many thousands of processors.

(b) Mathematical analysis and
scalable numerical algorithms.
Mathematical methods to help SciDAC
applications achieve high performance
on hierarchical memory terascale
computers such as multiscale analysis,
multilevel methods, and fast transforms
capable of spanning multiple spatial
and temporal scales. Resultant
algorithms must be deployed in
component-based mathematical
software and made available to a broad
range of DOE mission areas.

(2) Program Development Environment
and Tools

(a) High Performance Component
Architectures. Component technology
that builds upon and extends
commercial component architectures to
support high performance parallel
components, low-latency, high
bandwidth communication among
components, and efficient data and
work redistribution.

(b) Code Design and Development
Tools. Scaling methodology to deploy
existing parallel code development
environments on multi-teraflops
SciDAC systems. Support for multi-
language applications including C, C++,
UPC, Fortran, Co-Array Fortran, Python
and Java; parallel programming
libraries, such as MPI, OpenMP, thread
libraries, the Global Array library; and
multi-level hierarchical memory
programming models.

(c) Code Correctness and Validation.
Debugging tools that implement
emerging community standards in
parallel debuggers and automated data
dependency analysis. Relative
debugging methodology for comparing
at run time the execution of two
versions of a code.

(d) Performance Tools. Evaluation of
existing research and commercial
performance analysis tools, both
tracefile-based and dynamic, for
scalability and suitability for SciDAC
applications. Performance metrics and
benchmarks which enable reliable and
credible performance predictions of
application codes on terascale and
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larger systems. Tools which link
hardware counters to meaningful
terascale system performance
characteristics and application
performance.

(2) Operating System Software and
Tools

(a) Terascale System Resource
Management. Modular infrastructure for
resource management on terascale
clusters including resource scheduling,
meta-scheduling, node daemon support,
comprehensive usage accounting and
user interfaces that also emphasizes
portability to terascale vendor operating
systems.

(b) Terascale System Support.
Scalable checkpointing and improved
runtime steering for early deployment.
Methodology for analyzing tradeoffs
between fault tolerance and peak
performance. Support for robust
runtime job management and 1/0
systems that are tolerant of component
failure. Scalable tools for system
administration including initial system
boot, system updates, job launch and
system utilities.

(c) High Performance
Communication. Operating system
support for application level
communication which scales to
thousands of processors, provides
minimum latency and maximum
bandwidth between parallel application
processes. Innovative approaches to
terascale operating system architectures
including non-uniform kernel support
for computational, service, interactive
and i/o nodes.

(4) Visualization and Data Management

(a) Data Management Systems. Data
exchange methods and standardizations
that facilitate collaborative applications.
Innovative Database Management
Systems (DBMS) approaches for high
throughput parallel I/0 and complex
queries of large scientific databases.
Hierarchical data storage systems
involving tertiary storage media that are
sequential. Agent methodology for
feature extraction and complex query
operations. Tools for user-driven and
automatic clustering, reclustering or
replication of objects to maximize
retrieval efficiency. Collaborations with
the DBMS and tertiary storage vendor
industry are encouraged.

(b) Visualization. Vector/tensor field
visualization in 3-D. Modes of
visualization for interpretation and
understanding of large datasets. Remote

and collaborative visualization methods.

Characterization of simulation,
experimental and visualization errors/
uncertainties. Adaptive,
multiresolution, parallel and scalable

visualization algorithms. Innovative
techniques for exploring multi-
dimensional, multi-discipline data sets.

Collaborations with the high
performance hardware and software
vendor industry are encouraged
wherever appropriate.

Integration of Software Components and
Tools

Responses to this notice should cover
the full range of activities from basic
research to development of software that
can be deployed to the SciDAC
applications communities. It is critical
that these submissions demonstrate
effective strategies for coupling with
requirements from applications
researchers and ensuring that software
developed will interoperate with
software developed by other ISIC
activities and be effectively deployed to
SciDAC computing facilities and
applications groups.

ISIC envisions a fully integrated
software environment that provides
both robustness and ease of use to the
end user application scientist.
Implementation of this vision will be
coordinated through a participatory
management process with input from
ISIC teams and other key participants of
SciDAC. As component and tool
implementations mature, each team will
be expected to develop the necessary
technology to fully and smoothly
incorporate their software tools into the
ISIC environment.

ISIC activities play a critical cross-
cutting role in the SciDAC. ISIC goals
require significant interactions, ranging
from the joint development and
deployment of tools and technologies
into the applications community, to the
incorporation of needed capabilities
into new products and systems. ISIC
researchers will need to interact closely
with diverse groups including:
applications scientists, vendor
providers, the DOE ASCI program, and
other federal agency programs
addressing complementary goals. To
support and facilitate the maximum
impact of the SciDAC Scientific
Computing Software Infrastructure, high
emphasis will be placed on ensuring
that source code is fully and freely
available for use and modification
throughout the scientific computing
community.

This solicitation is focused on larger
ETC efforts in support of the SciDAC
program. Applications to the OASCR
base program through the Continuing
Solicitation for all Office of Science
Programs Notice 01-01, found at http:/
/www.science.doe.gov/production/
grants/grants.html, which may have the
potential for contributing to the ISIC

software infrastructure, should so
indicate.

Collaboration

Applicants are encouraged to
collaborate with researchers in other
institutions, such as: universities,
industry, non-profit organizations,
federal laboratories and Federally
Funded Research and Development
Centers (FFRDCs), including the DOE
National Laboratories, where
appropriate, and to include cost sharing
wherever feasible. Additional
information on collaboration is available
in the Application Guide for the Office
of Science Financial Assistance Program
that is available via the Internet at:
http://www.sc.doe.gov/production/
grants/Colab.html.

Program Funding

It is anticipated that up to $7 million
annually will be available for multiple
awards for these components of the ISIC
program. Initial awards will be made in
FY 2001 in the categories described
above, and applications may request
project support for up to five years. All
awards are contingent on the
availability of funds, research progress,
and programmatic needs. Annual
budgets for successful ISIC projects are
expected to range from $2,000,000 to
$4,000,000 per project. Annual budgets
may increase in the out-years but should
remain within the overall annual
maximum guidance. Any proposed
effort that exceeds the annual maximum
in the out-years should be separately
identified for potential award increases
if additional funds become available.

Preapplications

Preapplications are strongly
encouraged but not required prior to
submission of a full application.
However, notification of a successful
preapplication is not an indication that
an award will be made in response to
the formal application. The
preapplication should identify on the
cover sheet the institution, Principal
Investigator name(s), address(s),
telephone, and fax number(s) and E-
mail address(es), title of the project, and
the field of scientific research. A brief
(one-page) vitae should be provided for
each Principal Investigator. The
preapplication should consist of a two
to three page narrative describing the
research project objectives, the approach
to be taken, and a description of any
research partnerships. Preapplications
will be reviewed by DOE relative to the
scope and research needs of the ISIC
program.
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Merit Review

Applications will be subjected to
scientific merit review (peer review) and
will be evaluated against the following
evaluation criteria listed in descending
order of importance as codified at 10
CFR 605.10(d):

1. Scientific and/or Technical Merit of
the Project,

2. Appropriateness of the Proposed
Method or Approach,

3. Competency of Applicant’s
Personnel and Adequacy of Proposed
Resources,

4. Reasonableness and
Appropriateness of the Proposed
Budget.

The evaluation of applications under
item 1, Scientific and Technical Merit,
will pay particular attention to:

(a) The potential of the proposed
project to make a significant impact in
the effectiveness of SciDAC applications
researchers;

(b) The demonstrated capabilities of
the applicants to perform basic research
related to ISIC and transform these
research results into software that can
be widely deployed;

(c) The likelihood that the algorithms,
methods, mathematical libraries, and
software components that result from
this effort will have impact on science
disciplines outside of the SciDAC
applications projects;

(d) Identification and approach to
software integration and long term
support issues, including component
technology, documentation, test cases,
tutorials, end user training, and quality
maintenance and evolution.

The evaluation under item 2,
Appropriateness of the Proposed
Method or Approach, will also consider
the following elements related to
Quality of Planning:

(a) Quality of the plan for effective
coupling to applications researchers;

(b) Quality of plan for ensuring
interoperability and integration with
software produced by other ISIC and
SciDAC efforts;

(b) Viability of plan for deployment of
software to SciDAC facilities and
applications groups;

(c) Knowledge of and coupling to
other efforts in high performance
scientific computing software such as
the DOE ACTS program, the DOE ASCI
program and the NSF ITR program;

(d) Quality and clarity of proposed
work schedule and deliverables.

Note that external peer reviewers are
selected with regard to both their
scientific expertise and the absence of
conflict-of-interest issues. Non-federal
reviewers may be used, and submission
of an application constitutes agreement

that this is acceptable to the
investigator(s) and the submitting
institution. Reviewers will be selected
to represent expertise in the technology
areas proposed, applications groups that
are potential users of the technology,
and related programs in other Federal
Agencies or parts of DOE, such as the
Advanced Strategic Computing
Initiative (ASCI) within DOE’s National
Nuclear Security Administration.

Information about the development
and submission of applications,
eligibility, limitations, evaluation,
selection process, and other policies and
procedures including detailed
procedures for submitting proposals
from multi-institution partnerships may
be found in 10 CFR part 605, and in the
Application Guide for the Office of
Science Financial Assistance Program.
Electronic access to the Guide and
required forms is made available via the
World Wide Web at: http://
www.science.doe.gov/production/
grants/grants.html. The Project
Description must be 20 pages or less,
including tables and figures, but
exclusive of attachments. The
application must contain an abstract or
project summary, letters of intent from
collaborators, and short vitae.

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance number for this program is

81.049, and the solicitation control number is
ERFAP 10 CFR part 605.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on December 7,
2000.
John Rodney Clark,

Associate Director of Science for Resource
Management.

[FR Doc. 00-32250 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Science Financial Assistance
Program Notice 01-06: Scientific
Discovery Through Advanced
Computing: National Collaboratories
and High Performance Networks

AGENCY: U.S. Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice inviting grant
applications.

SUMMARY: The Office of Advanced
Scientific Computing Research (ASCR)
of the Office of Science (SC), U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE), hereby
announces its interest in receiving
applications for grants in support of the
National Collaboratories and High
Performance Networks Programs, which
include scope supportive of the
Scientific Discovery through Advanced
Computing Initiative. Collaboratories
link geographically dispersed

researchers, data, and tools via high
performance networks to enable remote
access to facilities, access to large
datasets, shared environments, and ease
of collaboration. This announcement is
focused on research and development to
support DOE-specific activities in three
areas: (1) High performance middleware
services that include, but are not limited
to, software to allow applications to
adapt to changing network conditions
and software that provides ease of
collaboration for distributed teams; (2)
innovative, high performance network
research that includes, but is not limited
to, high performance transport
protocols, network measurement and
analysis, and traffic engineering tools
and services which are focused on
improving the end-to-end performance
for data intensive scientific
applications; and (3) collaboratories to
test and validate the enabling
technologies for discipline-specific
applications. Collaborations across
organizations that include networking
researchers, middleware developers and
discipline-specific scientists are
encouraged. The full text of Program
Notice 01-06 is available via the
Internet using the following web site
address: http://www.science.doe.gov/
production/grants/grants.html.
DATES: Preapplications referencing
Program Notice 01-06 should be
received by January 31, 2001. Formal
applications in response to this notice
should be received by 4:30 p.m., E.S.T.,
March 15, 2001, to be accepted for merit
review and funding in FY 2001.
ADDRESSES: Preapplications referencing
Program Notice 01-06 should be sent
via e-mail using the following address:
preapplications@er.doe.gov. Formal
applications referencing Program Notice
01-06, should be forwarded to: U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of Science,
Grants and Contracts Division, SC-64,
19901 Germantown Road, Germantown,
MD 20874-1290, ATTN: Program Notice
01-06. This address must be used when
submitting applications by U.S. Postal
Service Express Mail or any commercial
mail delivery service, or when hand-
carried by the applicant.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information on this notice
contact: National Collaboratories: Dr.
Mary Anne Scott, Office of Advanced
Scientific Computing Research, SC-31,
Office of Science, U.S. Department of
Energy, 19901 Germantown Road,
Germantown, MD 20874-1290,
telephone: (301) 903—6368, e-mail:
scott@er.doe.gov.

High Performance Networks: Dr.
Thomas D. Ndousse, Office of Advanced
Scientific Computing Research, SC-31,
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Office of Science, U.S. Department of
Energy, 19901 Germantown Road,
Germantown, MD 20874-1290,
telephone: (301) 903—9960, e-mail:
tndousse@er.doe.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background: Scientific Discovery
Through Advanced Computing

Advanced scientific computing will
be a key contributor to scientific
research in the 21st Century. Within the
Office of Science (SC), scientific
computing programs and facilities are
already essential to progress in many
areas of research critical to the nation.
Major scientific challenges exist in all
SC research programs that can best be
addressed through advances in
scientific supercomputing—designing
materials with selected properties,
elucidating the structure and function of
proteins, understanding and controlling
plasma turbulence, and designing new
particle accelerators. To help ensure its
missions are met, SC is bringing
together advanced scientific computing
and scientific research in an integrated
program entitled “Scientific Discovery
Through Advanced Computing.”

The Opportunity and the Challenge

Extraordinary advances in computing
technology in the past decade have set
the stage for a major advance in
scientific computing. Within the next
five to ten years, computers that are
1,000 times faster than today’s
computers will become available. These
advances herald a new era in scientific
computing. Using such computers, it
will be possible to dramatically extend
our exploration of the fundamental
processes of nature (e.g., the structure of
matter from the most elementary
particles to the building blocks of life)
as well as advance our ability to predict
the behavior of a broad range of
complex natural and engineered
systems (e.g., the earth’s climate or an
automobile engine).

To exploit this opportunity, these
computing advances must be translated
into corresponding increases in the
performance of the scientific codes used
to model physical, chemical, and
biological systems. This is a daunting
problem. Current advances in
computing technology are being driven
by market forces in the commercial
sector, not by scientific computing.
Harnessing commercial computing
technology for scientific research poses
problems unlike those encountered in
previous supercomputers, in magnitude
as well as in kind. As noted in the 1998

report! from the NSF/DOE ‘‘National
Workshop on Advanced Scientific
Computing” and the 1999 report 2 from
the President’s Information Technology
Advisory Committee, this problem will
only be solved by increasing
investments in computer software—in
research and development on scientific
simulation codes as well as on the
mathematical and computing systems
software that underlie these codes.

Investment Plan of the Office of Science

To meet the challenge posed by the
new generation of terascale computers,
SC will fund a set of coordinated
investments as outlined in the long plan
for scientific computing, Scientific
Discovery through Advanced
Computing,® submitted to Congress on
March 30, 2000. First, it will create a
Scientific Computing Software
Infrastructure that bridges the gap
between the advanced computing
technologies being developed by the
computer industry and the scientific
research programs sponsored by the
Office of Science. Specifically, the SC
effort proposes to:

» Create a new generation of
Scientific Simulation Codes that take
full advantage of the extraordinary
computing capabilities of terascale
computers.

+ Create the Mathematical and
Computing Systems Software to enable
the Scientific Simulation Codes to
effectively and efficiently use terascale
computers.

* Create a Collaboratory Software
Environment to enable geographically
separated scientists to effectively work
together as a team and to facilitate
remote access to both facilities and data.

These activities will be supported by
a Scientific Computing Hardware
Infrastructure that has been tailored to
meet the needs of its research programs.
The Hardware Infrastructure is robust,
to provide the stable computing
resources needed by the scientific
applications; agile, to respond to
innovative advances in computer
technology that impact scientific
computing; and flexible, to allow the
most appropriate and economical
resources to be used to solve each class

1This workshop was sponsored by the National
Science Foundation and the Department of Energy
and hosted by the National Academy of Sciences on
July 30-31, 1998. Copies of the report may be
obtained from: http://www.er.doe.gov/production/
octri/mics/index.html

2CGopies of the PITAC report may be obtained
from: http://www.ccic.gov/ac/report/.

3 Copies of the SC computing plan, Scientific
Discovery through Advanced Computing, can be
downloaded from the SC web site at: http://
www.sc.doe.gov/production/octr/index.html.

of problems. Specifically, the SC
proposes to support:

» A Flagship Computing Facility, the
National Energy Research Scientific
Computing Center (NERSC), to provide
the robust, high-end computing
resources needed by a broad range of
scientific research programs.

» Topical Computing Facilities to
provide computing resources tailored
for specific scientific applications and
to serve as the focal point for an
application community as it strives to
optimize its use of terascale computers.

» Experimental Computing Facilities
to assess the promise of new computing
technologies being developed by the
computer industry for scientific
applications.

Both sets of investments will create
exciting opportunities for teams of
researchers from laboratories and
universities to create new revolutionary
computing capabilities for scientific
discovery.

The Benefits

The Scientific Computing Software
Infrastructure, along with the upgrades
to the hardware infrastructure, will
enable laboratory and university
researchers to solve the most
challenging scientific problems faced by
the Office of Science at a level of
accuracy and detail never before
achieved. These developments will have
significant benefit to all of the
government agencies who rely on high-
performance scientific computing to
achieve their mission goals as well as to
the U.S. high-performance computing
industry.

Background: National Collaboratories
and High Performance Networks

The current core programs in ASCR
are intended to enhance the
Department’s ability to satisfy mission
requirements through advanced
technologies such as distributed
computing, national collaboratories,
high performance networks, remote
access to facilities, and remote access to
petabyte-scale datasets with complex
internal structure. Within this context,
the National Collaboratories and High
Performance Networks Programs
provide a coordinated program of
technology research and development
that leverages the strengths of computer
and computational science research
programs and partners with science
application pilot projects. Likewise,
these programs support the Scientific
Discovery through Advanced
Computing by enabling integration of
multi-institutional, geographically-
dispersed researcher into effective,
efficient teams and by providing
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distributed computing environments
and tools to support the use of remote
computers and access to data and
facilities.

Advances in high performance
network capabilities and collaboration
technologies are making it easier for
large geographically dispersed teams to
collaborate effectively. This is especially
important for the teams using the major
computational resources, data resources,
and experimental facilities supported by
DOE. With leadership from DOE, these
geographically distributed laboratories
or collaboratories have begun to play an
important role in the Nation’s scientific
enterprise. The importance of
collaboratories is expected to increase in
the future. However, significant research
questions must be addressed if
collaboratories are to achieve their
potential: namely, to enable remote
access facilities that produce petabytes/
year; to provide remote users an
experience that approaches the same as
“being there;” to provide remote
visualization of terabyte to petabyte data
sets from computational simulation; and
to enable effective remote access to
advanced scientific computers.

Solving the challenging network and
distributed computing problems calls
for new modalities of scientific research.
Many scientific applications when
deployed on existing networks fail to
meet the end-to-end expectations for
performance. This is especially true for
distributed high-end applications such
as remote visualization and high
capacity data transfer. Recent advances
in optical networks brought about by
Dense Wave Division Multiplexing
(DWDM) are resulting in unprecedented
increases for bandwidth in the core
networks. However, many challenging
protocol engineering, traffic
engineering, and high-performance
middleware problems must be
addressed before complex scientific
high-end applications and
collaboratories can benefit from this
increase in bandwidth. Harnessing this
bandwidth at the application level poses
some important and challenging
problems.

Research is needed to understand
what services collaboratories require
and how these services should be
integrated with the large number of
network devices and network-attached
devices that must work together.
Examples of the components and
services that need to be integrated
include: data archives on tape, high
performance disk caches, visualization
and data analysis servers, authentication
and security services, directory services,
network resources, and computational
systems including the computer on a

scientist’s desk. All of these physical
and software services must be tied
together by common software
framework building blocks or
“middleware” to enable the
collaboratories of the future to succeed.

Further, at the network level, research
is needed for advanced services to
develop advanced network services and
tools to deliver high end-to-end
performance to distributed scientific
applications. There are several areas
that can contribute to improving the
end-to-end performance for secure
multi-gigabits/sec transport that some of
DOE’s advanced scientific applications
require. These include: enhancement of
existing transport protocols, the
development of accurate measurement
and analysis techniques, and the
network services that can provide
online performance predictions.

These challenges will be addressed
through an integrated program of
fundamental research in high
performance networking and
collaboratory technologies in
partnership with key scientific
disciplines that provide the
applications—the research may be
focused for short-term results (within
three years) or long term (five-years and
greater). This announcement seeks
applications in three areas:

1. Middleware: research and
development projects that will address
individual technology elements to
enable universal, ubiquitous, easy
access to remote resources or that will
contribute to the ease with which
distributed teams work together.
Enabling high performance for scientific
applications is an important
consideration.

2. Collaboratory Pilots: research and
development of enabling technologies
that is integrated with and required by
distributed scientific applications. An
example of such a distributed
application is the real-time data
acquisition, reduction and visualization
for macromolecular crystallography
using a high intensity X-ray light source
facility remotely. Another distributed
application could be an extensive
network measurement and analysis
infrastructure employed to diagnose and
predict end-to-end performance.

3. High Performance Network
Engineering: research, development,
and testing of advanced network
protocols, traffic engineering, and
network services that can significantly
improve capabilities, end-to-end
performance, and controllability of
networks infrastructures designed to
support distributed scientific
applications.

To the extent that software and/or
infrastructure development is involved,
all applications to this notice should
address the issues that characterize a
successful research lifecycle. That is,
technology transfer strategies should be
provided for the transition of research
code and/or infrastructure into robust
production. Long term software
evolution and maintenance and end
user support should also be considered.

Integration of work efforts across all
projects funded under this notice will
occur following the awards, to preclude
duplication of effort and to maximize
leveraging and coordination. Projects
are expected to work closely with other
SciDAC teams, where identified during
this integration. Coordination through a
participatory management process will
continue for the life of the projects.

(See http://doecollaboratory.pnl.gov/ for
a list of currently funded projects in
National Collaboratories and
background of the program that began as
the DOE 2000 Initiative.)

(See http://www.er.doe.gov/production/
octr/mics/network—research.htm. For
background on the High Performance
Networks Program.)

Solicitation Emphasis Areas

1. Middleware technology research
and development projects are to have
certain characteristics. Products of this
research and development are expected
to provide services that interoperate and
feature common interfaces. It should be
easy to learn and use the tools.
Applications in response to this notice
should delineate an effective strategy for
coupling with requirements from the
scientific applications of the potential
collaboratories. Applications in
response to this notice should also
provide a plan for software maintenance
and support.

Middleware technology research and
development projects that enable
collaboration may focus on providing a
broad set of tools or toolkits to support,
but are not limited to, the following
areas of interest:

* Collaborative Visualization.

* Collaborative Problem Solving
Environments.

* Real-time Analysis.

* Group Collaboration.

e Data Management.

* Science Portals.

¢ On-line Instrumentation.

 Data Grids.

In addition, middleware technology
research and development projects may
address standard services and protocols
that are needed to enable persistent,
universal, and ubiquitous access to
networked resources, such as, but are
not limited to, the following:
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* Directory Services.

» Authentication/Authorization
Services.

¢ Co-scheduling Distributed
Resources.

* Multicast and efficient broadcast
capabilities.

e Automatic resource discovery
protocols.

» Remote data access services.

» Network-attached memory and
storage systems.

* Communications services.

For middleware technology research
and development projects, it is
estimated that between four and eight
awards could be made in FY 2001,
contingent upon the availability of
appropriated funds. The scope of a
single-focus project is expected to range
from $150K to $500K.

Collaboratory pilots should have
certain characteristics. The project
should:

* Address a problem of national
scientific or engineering significance
clearly related to the mission of DOE
and have high visibility.

» Involve geographically separated
groups of personnel and/or facilities
that are inherently required to
collaborate or be used remotely for
success of the project.

The project may:

» Focus on developing and providing
a set of middleware services needed by
a broad set of applications requiring
distributed computing capabilities.

» Focus solely on advanced network
development and testing such as a
measurement and analysis
infrastructure to accurately measure,
calibrate, diagnose performance related
problems, and predict the end-to-end
performance of operational high-speed
networks.

All responses to this notice must
provide a plan for transition to
sustaining activities and services for end
users on completion of the project. The
scope of a collaboratory pilot is
expected to be about $0.5M to $2.5M
total per year. This is the total for all the
institutions participating and it is
expected that a single institution would
be funded at a level of no more than
$600K. It is estimated that three to five
awards will be made for this area during
FY 2001.

It is also possible for middleware
technology research and development
projects and/or collaboratory pilots to
address an element for evaluating
systems and their impact on the process
of science, namely identifying factors
that facilitate or impede the adoption of
technology.

2. High Performance Network
Engineering is key to the DOE vision of

collaborative scientific research
environments in which geographically
distributed research teams and
computing resources are interconnected
to form a virtual computing research
environment. Emerging high-end
scientific applications, when deployed
on existing networks, fail to meet the
expected end-to-end performance,
latency, security, and guaranteed quality
of service required for complex
scientific investigations. The high-
performance network program addresses
these challenges in the current
announcement by focusing in three
major research areas of high
performance network engineering:

» Network Measurement and
Analysis: Focuses on the fundamental
issues of end-to-end performance
through measurement and analysis.

 High-performance Transport
Protocols: Addresses the performance
and security enhancement issues of
traditional protocols operating in high-
speed, high-performance networks.

+ Advanced Traffic Engineering Tools
And Services: Deals with advanced
tools and service for managing,
differentiating, and controlling network
traffic in order to satisfy the end-to-end
performance objectives.

(a) Network Measurement and
Analysis: Applications may address
innovative scalable network
measurement and analysis
infrastructures, tools, services, etc., that
can be used to accurately measure,
calibrate, diagnose performance related
problems, and predict the end-to-end
performance of operational high-speed
network networks. This may involve
passive and active measurement, SNMP
derived data, or a combination and may
include, but not be limited to, the
following:

» Bandwidth estimation techniques
for high-speed links (OC-12, OC-48).

* Measurement infrastructures to
collect, store, and analyze traffic traces.
* Distributed agent architecture for

network measurement and analysis.

* On-line analysis and data mining of
measured data.

* Dynamic end-to-end path selection
based on online analysis.

* Measurement and calibration of
transport protocol performance.

Applications focusing on
measurement and analysis
infrastructures are expected to work in
close collaboration with DOE’s Energy
Science Network (ESnet) in the
deployment measurement facilities. A
network research testbed facility has
been established, with the cooperation
of ESnet, for experimental network
research activities. Researchers
requiring the use of this experimental

facility are encouraged to work closely
with the ESnet Research Support
Subcommittee (ESRSC) chartered to
coordinate the activities of the testbed.
A complete description of this
experimental facility can be found at
http://www.es.net.

(b) High-Performance Transport
Protocols: The performance expectation
for the delivery of multi-gigabits/sec
throughput to distributed scientific
applications far exceeds the capability
of current networks. This performance
expectation raises some fundamental
questions concerning the capability of
conventional routing protocols
optimized for low-speed, best-effort
traffic. The current announcement
addresses transport protocol
performance issues by seeking
innovative approaches that may include
but are not be limited to the following:

e Transport protocol measurement,
tuning, and calibration tools.

» Adaptive extensions of transport
protocols for high-speed networks.

» High-performance network traffic
characterization.

» Transport protocol parallelization at
high-speed.

The objective is to reduce the
contribution of transport protocol on
end-to-end congestion. Potential
applications must provide a sound
mathematical analysis of the proposed
enhancements when subjected to high-
end scientific applications that
potentially exercise its important
features.

(c) Advanced Traffic Engineering
Tools and Services: Addresses the
resource and performance optimization
of high-performance and high-speed
networks, including advanced traffic
management and control strategies,
services, and tools that can be used for
traffic differentiation and for steering
traffic. Applications may focus on, but
are not limited to, the following:

* QoS-based routing and source
routing.

* Dynamic routing and traffic control.

» Congestion notification and
avoidance.

» Bandwidth brokering services.

» Advanced traffic management tools
and services.

e Simulation of large traffic flows.
Applications addressing these and
other related issues should concentrate

on those activities that lead to a
significant improvement in end-to-end
performance of applications running
across high performance networks.

The high-performance network
research program anticipates funding
projects in these three areas in FY 2001.
It should also be noted that a
collaboratory pilot (as discussed under
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section 2.) may focus solely on
advanced network development and
testing such as a measurement and
analysis infrastructure to accurately
measure, calibrate, diagnose
performance related problems, and
predict the end-to-end performance of
operational high-speed networks. The
scope of a single project is expected to
range from $150K to $500K.

Preapplications

Potential applicants are strongly
encouraged to submit a brief
preapplication that consists of two to
three pages of narrative describing the
research objectives and technical
approach(s). Preapplications will be
reviewed relative to the scope and
research needs of the ASCR National
Collaboratories and High Performance
Networks Programs, as outlined in the
summary paragraph and in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. The
preapplication should identify, on the
cover sheet, the title of the project, the
institution, principal investigator name,
telephone, fax, and e-mail address. The
focus element (Middleware Technology,
Collaboratory Pilots, or High
Performance Network Engineering) for
the preapplication should also be
clearly identified. A response to each
preapplication discussing the potential
programmatic relevance of a formal
application will be communicated to the
Principal Investigator within 7 to 14
days of receipt.

Collaboration

Applicants are encouraged to
collaborate with researchers in other
institutions, such as: universities,
industry, non-profit organizations,
federal laboratories and Federally
Funded Research and Development
Centers (FFRDCs), including the DOE
National Laboratories, where
appropriate, and to include cost sharing
wherever feasible. Additional
information on collaboration is available
in the Application Guide for the Office
of Science Financial Assistance Program
that is available via the Internet at:
http://www.sc.doe.gov/production/
grants/Colab.html.

Program Funding

It is anticipated that up to $6 million
will be available for all National
Collaboratories and High Performance
Networks Programs awards in Fiscal
Year 2001; from ten to as many as
fifteen awards are anticipated,
contingent on availability of
appropriated funds in FY 2001 and the
size of the awards. Multiple year
funding is expected, also contingent on

availability of funds and progress of the
research.

Awards are expected to be at most
$500,000 per year for individual
middleware technology and network
engineering R&D projects. Awards for
collaboratory pilots are expected to be at
most $2.5 million per year. Since pilots
are expected to be multi-institution
projects, awards under this notice
would range from $200,000 to $600,000
for participation in a pilot. The term for
projects can be from one to three years.

Merit Review

Applications will be subjected to
scientific merit review (peer review) and
will be evaluated against the following
evaluation criteria, which are listed in
descending order of importance codified
at 10 CFR 605.10(d):

(1) Scientific and/or Technical Merit
of the Project;

(2) Appropriateness of the Proposed
Method or Approach;

(3) Competency of Applicant’s
Personnel and Adequacy of Proposed
Resources;

(4) Reasonableness and
Appropriateness of the Proposed
Budget.

The evaluation under item 1,
Scientific and/or Technical Merit of the
Project, will also consider the following
elements:

(a) The potential of the proposed
project to make a significant impact in
the effectiveness of SciDAC applications
researchers.

(b) The degree to which an
application area can benefit from
collaborative technology.

(c) The extent to which the project
will test important collaborative
technologies.

(d) The extent to which the results of
the project are extensible to other
program or discipline areas.

The evaluation under item 2,
Appropriateness of the Proposed
Method or Approach, will also consider
the following elements:

(a) The degree to which the project
adheres to the management philosophy
of incorporating collaboration into the
project execution.

(b) The quality of the plan for
ensuring interoperability and
integration with software produced by
other SciDAC efforts.

(c) The extent to which the project
incorporates broad community
(industry/academia/other federal
programs) interaction.

(d) Quality and clarity of proposed
work schedule and deliverables.

(e) Knowledge of and coupling to
previous efforts for collaborative
technologies such as DOE 2000.

The evaluation will include program
policy factors such as the relevance of
the proposed research to the terms of
the announcement and the agency’s
programmatic needs. Note, external peer
reviewers are selected with regard to
both their scientific expertise and the
absence of conflict-of-interest issues.
Non-federal reviewers will often be
used, and submission of an application
constitutes agreement that this is
acceptable to the investigator(s) and the
submitting institution.

Submission Information

The Project Description must be 20
pages or less, exclusive of attachments.
It must contain an abstract or project
summary on a separate page with the
name of the applicant, mailing address,
phone, FAX and E-mail listed. The
application must include letters of
intent from collaborators (briefly
describing the intended contribution of
each to the research), and short
curriculum vitaes for the applicant and
any co-Pls.

To provide a consistent format for the
submission, review and solicitation of
grant applications submitted under this
notice, the preparation and submission
of grant applications must follow the
guidelines given in the Application
Guide for the Office of Science
Financial Assistance Program, 10 CFR
Part 605. Access to SC’s Financial
Assistance Application Guide is
possible via the World Wide Web at:
http://www.science.doe.gov/production/
grants/grants.html.

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance number for this program is

81.049, and the solicitation control number is
ERFAP 10 CFR Part 605.

Issued in Washington, DC on: December 7,
2000.
John Rodney Clark,

Associate Director of Science for Resource
Management.

[FR Doc. 00-32251 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP01-45-000]

Colorado Interstate Gas Company;
Notice of Application

December 13, 2000.

On December 4, 2000, Colorado
Interstate Gas Company (CIG), P.O. Box
1087, Colorado Springs, Colorado
80944, filed in Docket No. CP01—45-000
an application pursuant to Section 7 of
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the Natural Gas Act (NGA) and the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations for
a certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing CIG to construct,
own, operate, and maintain facilities in
order to provide new transportation
capacity to transport fuel for electric
generation and for local gas distribution
system supply, all as more fully set forth
in the application which is on file with
the Commission and open to public
inspection. The filing may be viewed at
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm
(call 202—208—2222 for assistance).

Specifically, Tuscarora proposes to
construct and operate:

» Approximately 35.1 miles of 24-inch
diameter pipeline and appurtenant facilities
which will begin at CIG’s existing Ault Meter
Station in Section 4, Township 7 North,
Range 66 West, Weld County, Colorado and
extend southward and parallel with CIG’s
existing pipeline, terminating at the Fort
Lupton Compressor Station in Section 34,
Township 2 North, Range 66 West, Weld
County, Colorado.

» Two new 2,225 horsepower (ISO rated)
natural gas fired reciprocating compressor
units and appurtenant facilities at the Fort
Lupton Compressor Station in Section 34,
Township 2 North, Range 66 West, Weld
County, Colorado.

» Approximately 84 miles of 20-inch
diameter pipeline and appurtenant facilities
which will begin at the Watkins Station in
Section 31 township 3 South, Range 65 West,
Weld County, Colorado and extend
southward and parallel with CIG’s existing
Valley Line to CIG’s Nixon Lateral in Section
25, Township 16 South, Range 65 West, El
Paso County Colorado.

CIG estimates that the proposed
facilities will cost $72,138,900 and CIG
proposes to roll-in these costs into its
existing rates. CIG has entered into firm
contracts and precedent agreements for
282,000 dth per day of capacity to be
created by the proposed expansion.

Questions regarding the details of this
proposed project should be directed to
James R. West, Manager, Certificates,
Colorado Interstate Gas Company, P.O.
Box 1087, Colorado Springs, Colorado
80944, call (719) 520—4613.

There are two ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this project. First, any person wishing to
obtain legal status by becoming a party
to the proceedings for this project
should, on or before January 3, 2001, file
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.214 or 385.211) and the Regulations
under the NGA (18 CFR 157.10). A
person obtaining party status will be
placed on the service list maintained by

the Secretary of the Commission and
will receive copies of all documents
filed by the applicant and by all other
parties. A party must submit 14 copies
of filings made with the Commission
and must mail a copy to the applicant
and to every other party in the
proceeding. Only parties to the
proceeding can ask for court review of
Commission orders in the proceeding.

However, a person does not have to
intervene in order to have comments
considered. The second way to
participate is by filing with the
Secretary of the Commission, as soon as
possible, an original and two copies of
comments in support of or in opposition
to this project. The Commission will
consider these comments in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but the filing of a comment alone
will not serve to make the filer a party
to the proceeding. The Commission’s
rules require that persons filing
comments in opposition to the project
provide copies of their protests only to
the party or parties directly involved in
the protest.

Persons who wish to comment only
on the environmental review of this
project should submit an original and
two copies of their comments to the
Secretary of the Commission.
Environmental commenters will be
placed on the Commission’s
environmental mailing list, will receive
copies of the environmental documents,
and will be notified of meetings
associated with the Commission’s
environmental review process.
Environmental commenters will not be
required to serve copies of filed
documents on all other parties.
However, the non-party commenters
will not receive copies of all documents
filed by other parties or issued by the
Commission (except for the mailing of
environmental documents issued by the
Commission) and will not have the right
to seek court review of the
Commission’s final order.

The Commission may issue a
preliminary determination on non-
environmental issues prior to the
completion of its review of the
environmental aspects of the project.
This preliminary determination
typically considers such issues as the
need for the project and its economic
effect on existing customers of the
applicant, on other pipelines in the area,
and on landowners and communities.
For example, the Commission considers
the extent to which the applicant may
need to exercise eminent domain to
obtain rights-of-way for the proposed
project and balances that against the
non-environmental benefits to be
provided by the project. Therefore, if a

person has comments on community
and landowner impacts from this
proposal, it is important either to file
comments or to intervene as early in the
process as possible.

Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

If the Commission decides to set the
application for a formal hearing before
an Administrative Law Judge, the
commission will issue another notice
describing that process. At the end of
the Commission’s review process, a
final Commission order approving or
denying a certificate will be issued.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32265 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP96-389-016]

Columbia Gulf Transmission
Company; Notice of Negotiated Rate
Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Columbia Gulf Transmission Company
(Columbia Gulf) tendered for filing the
following Agreement to a recently filed
negotiated rate transaction:

ITS-2 Service Agreement No. 70083 between
Columbia Gulf Transmission Company and
Exxon Mobil Corporation dated November
30, 2000

Transportation service which was
scheduled to commence December 2,
2000.

Columbia Gulf states that copies of
the filing have been served on all parties
on the official service list created by the
Secretary in the proceeding.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission is
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
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must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202-208-2222 for assistance).
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http: //
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbeel.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32269 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP96—-383-016]

Dominion Transmission, Inc; Notice of
Negotiated Rate

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
in compliance with the Commission’s
Letter Order, in Docket No. RP96—-383—
012, Dominion Transmission Inc. (DTI)
tendered for filing a negotiated rate
agreement for FT service between DTI
and Allegheny Energy Unit 1 and 2,
L.L.C. (Allegheny), together with an
explanation of the contractual rights and
obligations under that agreement
(November 2000 FT Agreement).

DTI states that Exhibit A to the
November 2000 FT Agreement clarifies
that the maximum quantities of gas that
DTI shall deliver and that Customer may
tender are a MDTQ of 25,000 Dt and a
MATQ of 9,125,000 DT. DTI notes that
these figures are the same as the
contract quantities specified on Second
Revised Sheet No. 1404, thus alleviating
the Commission’s concern. he contract
exhibit also clarifies that DTI’s
obligation is a fixed daily and annual
contract maximum quantity entitlement
and that DTI is not obligated in any way
to provide service at an unstated “full
requirements” level.

DTI states that copies of its letter of
transmittal and enclosures have been
served upon the parties to this
proceeding.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions

or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us./efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32270 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-184-000]

El Paso Natural Gas Company; Notice
of Proposed Changes in FERC Gas
Tariff

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 11,
2000, El Paso Natural Gas Company (E1
Paso) tendered for filing as part of its
FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 1-A, Substitute Eighth
Revised Sheet No. 29, with an effective

date of January 1, 2001.
El Paso states that the tendered sheet

revises the fuel charge applicable to
transportation service on El Paso’s
system. The proposed fuel changes
include removal of the fuel costs
attributable to the Waha facilities that
are the subject of the abandonment
application at Docket No. CP00—437—
000.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.

Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32266 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. EL01-19-000]

H.Q. Energy Services (U.S.), Inc.
Complainant v. New York Independent
System Operator, Inc. Respondent;
Notice of Complaint

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that, on December 12,
2000, H.Q. Energy Services (U.S.), Inc.
(HQUS) submitted for filing a Complaint
against the New York Independent
System Operator (NYISO), requesting
that the Commission order the NYISO to
restore the original market clearing
prices for energy on May 8, 2000.

HQUS states that it has served a copy
of the filing on the NYISO.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). All such motions or protests
must be filed on or before January 2,
2001. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
also be viewed on the Internet at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—208-2222) for assistance. Answers
to the complaint shall also be due on or
before January 2, 2001. Comments and
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protests may be filed electronically via
the internet in lieu of paper. See, 18
CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the
instructions on the Commission’s web
site at http://www.ferc.fed.us/efi/
doorbell.htm.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32264 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. PR01-3-000]

Magnolia Pipeline Corporation; Notice
of Petition for Rate Approval

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on November 13,
2000, Magnolia Pipeline Corporation
(Magnolia), filed a petition for rate
approval, pursuant to Section 311 of the
Natural Gas Policy Act (NGPA), and
Section 284.123(b)(2) of the
Commission’s Regulations requesting
that the Commission approve
Magnolia’s continued use of its current
maximum rate of $0.1621 per Dth, plus
reimbursement of actual fuel use up to
three percent, for Section 311
interruptible transportation services
performed on Magnolia’s system.

Magnolia is an intrastate pipeline
within the meaning of Section 2(16) of
the NGPA, and owns and operates
facilities within the State of Alabama.
Magnolia states that even if it were able
to collect its current maximum rate, it
would not recover its total cost of
service because its throughput is
significantly lower than expected.
Further, since market conditions do not
allow it to collect its current maximum
rate, Magnolia is seeking only to re-
justify such rate. Magnolia proposes an
effective date of November 21, 2000,
while reserving the right to increase its
Section 311 rate at a future date.

Pursuant to section 284.123(b)(2)(ii),
if the Commission does not act within
150 days of the filing date of Magnolia’s
Petition, Magnolia’s rates for firm and
interruptible storage services will be
deemed to be fair and equitable. The
Commission may within such 150 day
period extend the time for action or
institute a proceeding in which all
interested parties will be afforded an
opportunity for written comments and
the oral presentation of views, data and
arguments.

Any person desiring to participate in
this rate proceeding must file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal

Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426,
in accordance with rules 211 and 214 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). All motions must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission on or
before December 28, 2000. This petition
for rate approval is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. This filing may be viewed
on the web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/
online/rims.htm (call 202-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.200(a)(1)(iii) and the instruction on
the Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers.

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32268 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-5-002]

Mid Louisiana Gas Company; Notice of
Compliance Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Mid Louisiana Gas Company filed under
protest the following revised tariff
sheets to comply with the Commission’s
November 21, 2000, Letter Order herein
relative MidLa’s earlier, Order No. 587—
L compliance filing. As mandated by
such Letter Order and Order No. 587—
L, the revised tariff sheets are to be
effective as of November 1, 2000.

Sub Fourth Revised Sheet No. 135
Original Sheet No. 135A

Original Sheet No. 135B

Original Sheet No. 136, and
Original Sheet No. 137.

Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed in accordance with Section
154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations. Protests will be considered
by the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceedings. Copies of this filing
are on file with the commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
be viewed on the web at http://

www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—208-2222 for assistance).
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32272 Filed 12—18—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-4-002]

Midcoast Interstate Transmission, Inc.;
Notice of Compliance Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Midcoast Interstate Transmission, Inc.
(MIT) filed under protest the following
revised tariff sheets to comply with the
Commission’s November 21, 2000,
Letter Order herein relative MIT’s
earlier, Order No. 587-L, compliance
filing. As mandated by the
Commission’s Letter Order and Order
No. 587-L, the revised tariff sheets are
to be effective as of November 1, 2000.

Sub Third Revised Sheet No. 85
Original Sheet No. 85A
Original Sheet No. 85B, and
Original Sheet No. 85C.

Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed in accordance with Section
154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations. Protests will be considered
by the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Copies of this filing are
on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—-208-2222 for assistance).
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
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Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

David P. Boergers,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32271 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. TMO0-1-25-005]

Mississippi River Transmission
Corporation; Notice of Compliance
Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Mississippi River Transmission
Corporation (MRT) filed with the
Commission a compliance filing
revising MRT’s annual fuel filing
pursuant to the FERC Order Granting
Rehearing, issued on November 24,
2000 in Docket No. TM00-1-25-004 the
following tariff sheets:

Thirty Ninth Revised Sheet No. 5
Thirty Ninth Revised Sheet No. 6
Thirty Sixth Revised Sheet No. 7

MRT states that a copy of this filing
is being mailed to each of MRT’s
customers and to the state commissions
of Arkansas, Illinois and Missouri.

Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed in accordance with Section
154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations. Protests will be considered
by the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Copies of this filing are
on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—-208-2222 for assistance).
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32267 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP01-46-000]

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation;
Notice of Application

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 7, 2000,
National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation
(National Fuel), 10 Lafayette Square,
Buffalo, New York 14203, filed in
Docket No. CP01-46—000 an application
pursuant to Sections 7(c) and 7(b) of the
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity to
operate, on a permanent basis, certain
facilities at its existing Holland Storage
Field, Eric County, New York, and
permission to abandon by sale 200,000
Mcf of base gas that is no longer
required, all as more fully set forth in
the application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection. This filing may be viewed
on the web at http://www.ferc.fed.us./
online/rims.htm (call (202) 208—-2222 for
assistance).

National Fuel states that Well 7395
and its associated well line, Line CW—
7395, located in its Holland Storage
Field, Eric County, New York, were
completed in 1998 pursuant to 18 CFR
157.215 of the Commission’s
Regulations and National Fuel’s Part
157 blanket certificate. National Fuel
further states that the facilities were
installed in order to test or develop the
potential of the Holland Storage Field to
turn more working gas and to restore the
deliverability of the field. National Fuel
maintains that based on its testing
activities over the last three years, Well
7395 has restored 5,000 Mcf per day of
deliverability on last day (base gas
conditions) at the Holland Storage Field
and will allow an additional 200,000
Mcf of active gas to be turned each year.
National Fuel now requests permanent
authorization to operate Well 7395 and
associated Line CW-7395. In addition,
National Fuel states that the amount of
base gas required in the Holland Storage
Field will decrease by 200,000 Mcf
upon certification of Well 7395;
therefore, National Fuel requests
permission to abandon the 200,000 Mcf
of base gas no longer needed.

Questions regarding the details of this
application should be directed to David
W. Reitz, Assistant General Counsel,
National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation
at (716) 857-7949, 10 Lafayette Square,
Buffalo, New York 14203.

There are two ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this project. First, any person wishing to

obtain legal status by becoming a party
to the proceedings for this project
should, on or before January 3, 2001, file
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.214 or 385.211) and the Regulations
under the NGA (18 CFR 157.10). A
person obtaining party status will be
placed on the service list maintained by
the Secretary of the Commission and
will receive copies of all documents
filed by the applicant and by all other
parties. A party must submit 14 copies
of filings made with the Commission
and must mail a copy to the applicant
and to every other party in the
proceeding. Only parties to the
proceeding can ask for court review of
Commission orders in the proceeding.

However, a person does not have to
intervene in order to have comments
considered. The second way to
participate is by filing with the
Secretary of the Commission, as soon as
possible, an original and two copies of
comments in support of or in opposition
to this project. The Commission will
consider these comments in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but the filing of a comment alone
will not serve to make the filer a party
to the proceeding. The Commission’s
rules require that persons filing
comments in opposition to the project
provide copies of their protests only to
the party or parties directly involved in
the protest.

Persons who wish to comment only
on the environmental review of this
project should submit an original and
two copies of their comments to the
Secretary of the Commission.
Environmental commenters will be
placed on the Commission’s
environmental mailing list, will receive
copies of the environmental documents,
and will be notified of meetings
associated with the Commission’s
environmental review process.
Environmental commenters will not be
required to serve copies of filed
documents on all other parties.
However, the non-party commenters
will not receive copies of all documents
filed by other parties or issued by the
Commission (except for the mailing of
environmental documents issued by the
Commission) and will not have the right
to seek court review of the
Commission’s final order.

The Commission may issue a
preliminary determination on non-
environmental issues prior to the
completion of its review of the
environmental aspects of the project.
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This preliminary determination
typically considers such issues as the
need for the project and its economic
effect on existing customers of the
applicant, on other pipelines in the area,
and on landowners and communities.
For example, the Commission considers
the extent to which the applicant may
need to exercise eminent domain to
obtain rights-of-way for the proposed
project and balances that against the
non-environmental benefits to be
provided by the project. Therefore, if a
person has comments on community
and landowner impacts from this
proposal, it is important either to file
comments or to intervene as early in the
process as possible.

Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the Internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

If the Commission decides to set the
application for a formal hearing before
an Administrative Law Judge, the
Commission will issue another notice
describing that process. At the end of
the Commission’s review process, a
final Commission order approving or
denying a certificate will be issued.

Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32263 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP00-627-001

Northern Natural Gas Company; Notice
of Compliance Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on November 27,
2000, Northern Natural Gas Company
(Northern) tendered its compliance
filing with the Commission’s Order on
Filings to Establish Imbalance Netting
and Trading Pursuant to Order Nos.
587—G and 587-L [93 FERC { 61,903
(2000)] issued on October 27, 2000
(October 27 Order).

Northern states that the purpose of
this filing is to comply with the
requirements of the October 27 Order.

Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Section
385.214 and Section 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
All such protests must be filed in

accordance with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32274 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-183-000]

OkTex Pipeline Company; Notice of
Compliance Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 11,
2000, OkTex Pipeline Company
(OkTex), filed tariff sheets to become
part of its FERC Gas Tariff Original
Volume No. 1 the following pro forma
tariff sheets:

Second Revised Sheet No. 1
Second Revised Sheet No. 4
6th Revised Sheet No. 9

2nd Revised Sheet No. 15
4th Revised Sheet No. 17

6th Revised Sheet No. 30
2nd Revised Sheet No. 30A
Fourth Revised Sheet No. 38
7th Revised Sheet No. 39
Original Sheet No. 40G
Original Sheet No. 40H
Original Sheet No. 40I
Original Sheet No. 40]

First Revised Sheet No. 47
First Revised Sheet No. 54
Second Revised Sheet No. 60C
Second Revised Sheet No. 61

OkTex states that on February 9, 2000
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (Commission) issued its
final rule and Order on rehearing
regarding the regulation of short-term
interstate natural gas transportation
services in Docket Nos. RM98-10-002
and RM98-12-002 (“Order No. 637, and
637—A”). In the instant filing OkTex is
filing to implement the requirements of
Order Nos. 637 and 637—A relating to
capacity release, segmentation,

operational flow orders, penalties and
imbalance management services.

OkTex states that copies of the filing
have been mailed to all affected
customers and state regulatory
commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.2141 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
All such motions or protests must be
filed on or before January 12, 2001.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202—208-2222 for assistance).
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32277 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 559-002—-CA]

San Diego Gas & Electric Company;
Notice of Petition for Declaratory
Order, and Soliciting Comments,
Motions To Intervene, and Protests

December 13, 2000.

a. Type of Filing: Petition for
Declaratory Order to Find that the
Rincon Transmission Line Project is no
longer jurisdictional and no longer
requires licensing.

b. Project No: 559-002.

c. Date Filed: November 16, 2000.

d. Applicant: San Diego Gas & Electric
Company.

e. Name of Project: Rincon
Transmission Line Project.

f. Location: The Project is located in
the City of Escondido, San Diego
County, California.
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g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission Regulation, 18
CFR 385.207.

h. Applicant Contact: Abby Walsh,
San Diego Gas & Electric Co., 101 Ash
St., San Diego, CA 92101, (619) 699—
5139.

i. FERC Contact: William Guey-Lee,
(202) 219-2808, or
william.gueylee@ferc.fed.us.

j- Deadline for filing comments,
motions to intervene or protests: January
18, 2001.

All documents (original and eight
copies) should be filed with: David
Boergers, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426.
Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the
Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell. htm.

The Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure require all intervenors
filing documents with the Commission
to serve a copy of that document on
each person whose name appears on the
official service list for the project.
Further, if an intervenor files comments
or documents with the Commission
relating to the merits of an issue that
may affect the responsibilities of a
particular resource agency, they must
also serve a copy of the document on
that resource agency.

k. Description of Project: The existing
project consists of a 0.6-mile-long, 12-
kV transmission line (designated as
Circuit 216) extending from the Rincon
Powerhouse of Project No. 176 to San
Diego Gas & Electric Company’s Pole
No. 12,111. San Diego Gas & Electric Co.
requests that the Commission find that
the Rincon Transmission Line Project is
no longer jurisdictional and no longer
requires licensing. No federal lands are
occupied.

1. Location of the Filing: A copy of the
filing is available for inspection and
reproduction at the Commission’s
Public Reference Room, located at 888
First Street, NE, Room 2A, Washington,
D.C. 20426, or by calling (202) 208—
1371. This filing may be viewed on
http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm
[call (202) 208—2222 for assistance]. A
copy is also available for inspection and
reproduction at the address in item h
above.

m. Individuals desiring to be included
on the Commission’s mailing list should
so indicate by writing to the Secretary
of the Commission.

Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit

comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, .214.
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in
all capital letters the title
“COMMENTS”, “PROTEST”, OR
“MOTION TO INTERVENE”, as
applicable and the Project Number of
the particular application to which the
filing refers. Any of the above-named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and the number of copies
provided by the Commission’s
regulations to: The Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426.
A copy of any motion to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the
particular application.

Agency Comments—Federal, state,
and local agencies are invited to file
comments on the described application.
A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant. If an agency does not file
comments within the time specified for
filing comments, it will be presumed to
have no comments. One copy of an
agency’s comments must also be sent to
the Applicant’s representatives.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32262 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-182-000]

Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation; Notice of Proposed
Changes in FERC Gas Tariff

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 7, 2000,
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation
(Texas Eastern) tendered for filing as
part of its FERC Gas Tariff, Sixth
Revised Volume No. 1, the revised tariff
sheets listed on Appendix A to the

filing, to become effective on January 7,
2001.

Texas Eastern states that the purpose
of this filing is to make the benefits and
opportunities of e-commerce available
to Texas Eastern’s existing and potential
customers and to advance the
Commission objectives as expressed in
Order Nos. 637, et seq. of providing
equality between the pipeline services
and capacity release transactions.

Texas Eastern states that the proposed
tariff modifications permit customers to
request service agreements
electronically and to execute such
contracts on line via the LINKr System,
which will facilitate nominations and
increase the efficiency and convenience
of the Texas Eastern contracting process
for all customers. Texas Eastern also
states that as part of the proposed
enhancement to the Texas Eastern
contracting process, this filing also
modifies certain tariff provisions to
expedite the net present value (NPV)
contract request and contract execution
processes.

Texas Eastern also states that copies
of the filing were mailed to all affected
customers and interested state
commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32276 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-181-000]

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation; Notice of Tariff Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 8, 2000,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Transco) tendered for
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariff,
Third Revised Volume No. 1, certain
revised tariff sheets, which sheets are
enumerated in Appendix A to the filing.

Transco states that the purpose of the
instant filing is track rate changes
attributable to transportation service
purchased from Dominion
Transmission, Inc. (Dominion) (formerly
CNG Transmission Corporation) under
its Rate Schedule GSS the costs of
which are included in the rates and
charges payable under Transco’s Rate
Schedules GSS and LSS, and storage
service purchased from Texas Eastern
Transmission Corporation under its Rate
Schedule X-28 the costs of which are
included in the rates and charges
payable under Transco’s Rate Schedule
S—2. The filing is being made pursuant
to tracking provisions under Section 3
of Transco’s Rate Schedule GSS, Section
4 of the Transco’s Rate Schedule LSS
and Section 26 of the General Terms
and Conditions of Transco’s Third
Revised Volume No. 1 Tariff.

Transco states that included in
Appendix B and C attached to the filing
are the explanations and details
regarding the computation of the Rate
Schedule GSS, LSS and S-2 rate
changes.

Transco states that copies of the filing
are being mailed to each of its GSS, LSS
and S-2 customers and interested State
Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 or 385.211 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. All such motions
or protests must be filed in accordance
with Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference

Room. This filing may be viewed on the
web at http://www.ferc.fed.us/online/
rims.htm (call 202—-208-2222 for
assistance). Comments and protests may
be filed electronically via the internet in
lieu of paper. See, 18 CFR
385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions
on the Commission’s web site at http:/
/www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers.

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32275 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP95-364-012]

Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
Company; Notice of Compliance Filing

December 13, 2000.

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
Company (Williston Basin), tendered for
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariff,
Second Revised Volume No. 1 and
Original Volume No. 2, certain revised
tariff sheets listed on Appenidx A to the
filing.

Williston basin states that the revised
tariff sheets were filed in compliance
with the Commission’s “Order
Accepting Settlement as Modified”
issued November 21, 2000 in the above-
reference docket, as more fully
described in the filing.

Any person desiring to protest said
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed in accordance with Section
154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations. Protests will be considered
by the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceedings. Copies of this filing are
on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room. This filing may
be viewed on the web at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/online/rims.htm (call
202-208-2222 for assistance).

Comments and protests may be filed
electronically via the internet in lieu of
paper. See, 18 CFR 385.2001(a)(1)(iii)
and the instructions on the

Commission’s web site at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/efi/doorbell.htm.

David P. Boergers,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32273 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. EC01-35-000, et al.]

Riverside Canal Power Company,
et al.; Electric Rate and Corporate
Regulation Filings

December 11, 2000.
Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Riverside Canal Power Company

[Docket No. EC01-35—-000]

Take notice that on December 1, 2000,
Riverside Canal Power Company
tendered for filing pursuant to Section
203 of the Federal Power Act an
application for authority to lease certain
jurisdictional facilities to Southern
California Edison Company for the
periods of August 15, 2000 to October
30, 2000, and from June 1, 2001 through
October 31, 2001.

Comment date: December 22, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

2. PG&E National Energy Group, Inc.,
PG&E Enterprises and PG&E
Shareholdings, Inc., On Behalf of
Themselves and Their Public Utility
Subsidiaries

[Docket No. EC01-41-000]

Take notice that on December 4, 2000,
PG&E National Energy Group, Inc.,
PG&E Enterprises and PG&E
Shareholdings, Inc. tendered for filing,
on behalf of themselves and their public
utility subsidiaries, an application
under Section 203 of the Federal Power
Act seeking authorization for certain
changes to the upstream ownership of
their public utility subsidiaries
following a proposed intra-corporate
reorganization.

Comment date: December 22, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

3. NRG Energy, Inc., NRG Granite
Acquisition LLC, LS Power, LLC,
Granite Power Partners II, LP

[Docket No. EC01-42-000]

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
NRG Energy, Inc., NRG Granite
Acquisition LLC, LS Power, LLC, and
Granite Power Partners II, LP filed with
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the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission a joint application
pursuant to Section 203 of the Federal
Power Act requesting authorization for
disposition of jurisdictional facilities
whereby LS Power, LLC and its partners
in Granite Power Partners II, LP will
transfer to NRG Energy, Inc. and NRG
Granite Acquisition LLC, for cash and
subject to certain purchase price
adjustments at closing, all of the
partnership interests of LS Power, LLC
and the other partners in Granite Power
Partners II, LP. Granite Power Partners
II, LP holds directly or indirectly
interests in a portfolio of operating
power generating projects and projects
in construction and advanced or early-
stage development. NRG Energy, Inc.
and NRG Granite Acquisition LLC
(collectively NRG) intend, as a result of
the proposed transaction, to acquire
ownership interest in approximately
1,689 MW in three facilities in operation
and construction located in Denver City,
Texas, Batesville, Mississippi, and
Kendall County, Illinois. NRG also
intends to acquire in the proposed
transaction approximately 2,320 MW
with respect to two additional projects
expected to be completed and
commercially operative as early as the
summer of 2002 located in Lee County,
Illinois and Pike County, Mississippi.
Finally, NRG intends to acquire as a
result of the proposed transaction
ownership interest in four development
projects, which are in early-stage
development. These development
projects are located in Wachula, Florida,
Batesville, Mississippi, and Kendall
County, lllinois.

The joint applicants are requesting,
pursuant to 18 CFR 388.112, privileged
and confidential treatment of the
purchase agreement contained in
Exhibit H to the joint application as the
purchase agreement contains
information of a commercially sensitive
nature.

Comment date: January 5, 2001, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

4. American Ref-Fuel Company of Essex
County, BFI Energy Systems of Essex
County, Inc., Allied Waste Industries,
Inc., Duke/UAE Ref-Fuel LLC, Duke/
UAE Essex LLC, Duke/UAE Essex II,
Inc., United American Energy Corp.,
Duke Energy Corporation

[Docket No. EC01-40-000]

Take notice that on December 5, 2000,
American Ref-Fuel Company of Essex
County, BFI Energy Systems of Essex
County, Inc., Allied Waste Industries,
Inc., Duke/UAE Ref-Fuel LLC, Duke/
UAE Essex LLC, Duke/UAE Essex II,
Inc., United American Energy Corp. and

Duke Energy Corporation tendered for
filing a request that the Commission
approve a disposition of facilities under
Section 203 of the Federal Power Act
through change in control over
American Ref-Fuel Company of Essex
County (ARC-Essex) and a change in the
upstream ownership of United
American Energy Corp. ARC-Essex
leases and operates a biomass-fueled
qualifying small power production
facility larger than 30 MW.

Comment date: December 26, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

5. American Ref-Fuel Company of
Delaware Valley, L.P., BFI Energy
Systems of Delaware County, Inc.,
Allied Waste Industries, Inc., Duke/
UAE Ref-Fuel LLC, Duke/UAE
Delaware Valley LLC, Duke/UAE
Delaware Valley II, Inc., United
American Energy Corp., Duke Energy
Corporation

[Docket No. EC01-37-000]

Take notice that on December 5, 2000,
American Ref-Fuel Company of
Delaware Valley, L.P., BFI Energy
Systems of Delaware County, Inc.,
Allied Waste Industries, Inc., Duke/UAE
Ref-Fuel LLC, Duke/UAE Delaware
Valley LLC, Duke/UAE Delaware Valley
II, Inc., United American Energy Corp.
and Duke Energy Corporation tendered
for filing a request that the Commission
approve a disposition of facilities under
Section 203 of the Federal Power Act in
connection with a proposed transfer of
partnership interests in American Ref-
Fuel Company of Delaware Valley
(ARGC-Delaware Valley) to subsidiaries
of Duke/UAE Ref-Fuel LLC and change
in the upstream ownership of United
American Energy Corp.

ARC-Delaware Valley leases and
operates a biomass-fueled qualifying
small power production facility larger
than 30 MW.

Comment date: December 26, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

6. SEMASS Partnership, American Ref-
Fuel Company of SEMASS, L.P., BFI
Energy Systems of SEMASS, Inc.,
Browning-Ferris Industries of New
York, Inc., Allied Waste Industries,
Inc., Duke/UAE Ref-Fuel LLC, Duke/
UAE Operations of SEMASS, LLC,
Duke/UAE SEMASS LLC, Duke/UAE
SEMASS 11, Inc., United American
Energy Corp., Duke Energy Corporation

[Docket No. EC01-39-000]

Take notice that on December 5, 2000,
SEMASS Partnership American Ref-
Fuel Company of SEMASS, L.P., BFI
Energy Systems of SEMASS, Inc.,

Browning-Ferris Industries of New
York, Inc., Allied Waste Industries, Inc.,
Duke/UAE Ref-Fuel, LLC, Duke/UAE
Operations of SEMASS, LLC, Duke/UAE
SEMASS LLC and Duke/UAE SEMASS
II, Inc., United American Energy Corp.
and Duke Energy Corporation tendered
for filing a request that the Commission
approve a disposition of facilities under
Section 203 of the Federal Power Act in
connection with a proposed transfer of
partnership interests in SEMASS
Partnership (SEMASS) to subsidiaries of
Duke/UAE Ref-Fuel LLC and a change
in the upstream ownership of United
American Energy Corp. SEMASS leases
and operates a biomass-fueled
qualifying small power production
facility larger than 30 MW in size.

Comment date: December 26, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

7. New York Independent System
Operator, Inc.

[Docket Nos. ER00-3591-000, ER00-1969—
001, ER01-94-000, and ER01-180-000]

In the Commission’s order issued
November 8, 2000, in the above-
captioned Docket Nos. ER00—3591—-000
and ER00-1969-001, the Commission
held that the filing raises certain issues
for which a technical conference is to be
convened. The orders issued in Docket
Nos. ER01-94-000 and ER01-180-000
on November 21, 2000, also described
issues to be discussed at this technical
conference.

The conference to address the issues
has been scheduled for Monday and
Tuesday, January 22 and 23, 2001, at an
hour and place to be designated in a
subsequent notice, which will also set
forth the agenda for the conference.

All interested persons and Staff are
permitted to attend.

8. Central Maine Power Company

[Docket No. ER01-598-000]

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Central Maine Power Company (CMP),
tendered for filing as an initial rate
schedule pursuant to Section 35.12 of
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission’s (the Commission)
Regulations, 18 CFR 35.12, an executed
interconnection agreement (the
Agreement) between CMP and Marsh
Power L.P. (Marsh Power).

The Agreement is intended to replace
and supersede the unexecuted
interconnection agreement filed by CMP
on March 31, 2000. As such, CMP is
requesting that the Agreement become
effective March 1, 2000.

Copies of this filing have been served
upon the Commission, the Maine Public
Utilities Commission, and Marsh Power.
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Comment date: December 27, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

9. Entergy Services, Inc.

[Docket No. ER01-599-000]

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Entergy Services, Inc., on behalf of
Entergy Arkansas, Inc., Entergy Gulf
States, Inc., Entergy Louisiana, Inc.,
Entergy Mississippi, Inc., and Entergy
New Orleans, Inc., (collectively, the
Entergy Operating Companies) tendered
for filing an unexecuted Network
Operating Agreement and an
unexecuted Network Integration
Transmission Service Agreement
between Entergy Services, Inc. and
American Electric Power Service
Corporation, acting as agent for
Southwestern Electric Power Co.

Comment date: December 27, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

10. Pennsylvania Electric Company

[Docket No. ER01-600-000]

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Pennsylvania Electric Company (doing
business as GPU Energy), tendered for
filing a letter agreement (Agreement)
between GPU Energy and Allegheny
Energy Supply Company LLC
(Allegheny Energy). Under the
Agreement, Allegheny Energy has
agreed to the operational and financial
responsibilities set forth in the GPU
Energy Manuals in connection with
Allegheny Energy becoming the Load
Serving Entity (LSE) for the
Pennsylvania Borough of Summerhill.

Copies of the filing were served upon
Allegheny Energy, PJM and regulators in
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

Comment date: December 27, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

11. Xcel Energy Operating Companies
Northern States Power Company
Northern States Power Company
(Wisconsin)

[Docket No. ER01-601-000]

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Northern States Power Company and
Northern States Power Company
(Wisconsin) (jointly NSP), wholly-
owned utility operating company
subsidiaries of Xcel Energy Inc.,
tendered for filing a Firm Point-to-Point
Transmission Service Agreement
between NSP and NSP Energy
Marketing. NSP proposes the Agreement
be included in the Xcel Energy
Operating Companies FERC Joint Open
Access Transmission Tariff, Original
Volume No. 2, as Service Agreement
177-NSP, pursuant to Order No. 614.

NSP requests that the Commission
accept the agreement effective
November 1, 2000, and requests waiver
of the Commission’s notice
requirements in order for the
agreements to be accepted for filing on
the date requested.

Comment date: December 27, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

12. Southern Company Services, Inc.

[Docket No. ER01-602—-000]

Take notice that on December 6, 2000,
Southern Company Services, Inc. (SCS),
as agent for Alabama Power Company,
Georgia Power Company, Gulf Power
Company, Mississippi Power Company
and Savannah Electric and Power
Company (collectively, Southern
Companies), tendered for its annual
filing of Revised Accruals for Post-
Retirement Benefits Other than
Pensions.

Comment date: December 27, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

13. American Transmission Systems,
Inc.; Pennsylvania Power Company

[Docket No. ER01-604—000]

Take notice that on December 7, 2000,
American Transmission Systems, Inc.,
tendered for filing on behalf of itself and
Pennsylvania Power Company, Service
Agreements for Network Integration
Service and Operating Agreements for
the Network Integration Transmission
Service under the Pennsylvania Electric
Choice Program with The New Power
Company and Dominion Retail, Inc.
pursuant to the American Transmission
Systems, Inc., Open Access Tariff. These
agreements will enable the parties to
obtain Network Integration Service
under the Pennsylvania Electric Choice
Program in accordance with the terms of
the Tariff.

The proposed effective dates under
these agreements is November 30, 2000
and December 6, 2000 respectively.

Comment date: December 28, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

14. Pacific Gas and Electric Company

[Docket No. ER01-603—-000]

Take notice that on December 7, 2000,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E) tendered for filing an
Interconnection Agreement Between
Pacific Gas and Electric Company and
the South San Joaquin Irrigation District
(SSJID), dated August 23, 2000. The
Interconnection Agreement (IA or
Agreement) establishes the terms and
conditions under which PG&E will
provide electric system interconnection

between PG&E and SSJID. In its filing
letter, PG&E has explained that the IA
in this docket is virtually identical to
that pending before the Commission in
Laguna Irrigation District, Docket No.
EL98-46—-000 and related Docket No.
ER99-3145-000 and that accepted by
the Commission in Fresno Irrigation
District, Docket No. EL99-50—-000, with
the exceptions of the name of the
Irrigation District, the points of
interconnection specified in Appendix
A, and a section pertaining to
abandoned points of interconnection.
PG&E has also explained that the IA
contains a reservation of rights with
respect to disputes arising under the
Federal Power Act.

Copies of this filing have been served
upon SSJID and the California Public
Utilities Commission.

Comment date: December 28, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

15. Allegheny Energy Supply Company,
LLC; Monongahela Power Company;
The Potomac Edison Company, West
Penn Power Company (d/b/a Allegheny
Power)

[Docket No. ER01-608—000]

Take notice that on December 5, 2000,
Allegheny Energy Supply Company,
LLC (Allegheny Energy Supply),
tendered for filing revised Sheet Nos. 4,
9, 19, 28, 28A, 34, 35, 39A, 43A, 47A
and 51A to its First Revised Rate
Schedule FERC No. 3, filed with the
Commission on November 13, 2000 at
Docket No. ER01-432-000. The filing
amends the Agreement to add
Monongahela Power Company as a
party with the other Allegheny Power
companies to reflect the commencement
of customer choice in the State of Ohio
and updates the Appendices to the
Agreement accordingly, and makes
some minor and conforming changes.

Allegheny Energy Supply requests an
effective date of January 1, 2001.

Copies of the filing have been
provided to the Public Utilities
Commission of Ohio, the Pennsylvania
Public Utility Commission, the
Maryland Public Service Commission,
the Virginia State Corporation
Commission, the West Virginia Public
Service Commission and all parties of
record.

Comment date: December 26, 2000, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraphs

E. Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest such filing should file a
motion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC



79364

Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December

19, 2000/ Notices

20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of these filings are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection. This filing may also be
viewed on the Internet at http://
www.ferc.fed.us/ online/rims.htm (call
202—208-2222 for assistance).

David P. Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32260 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. RP01-56—-000]

Transwestern Pipeline Company;
Notice of Technical Conference

December 13, 2000.

In the Commission’s order issued on
November 22, 2000, the Commission
directed that a technical conference be
held to address issues raised by the
filing.

Take notice that the technical
conference will be held on Tuesday,
January 9, 2001, at 10 a.m., in a room
to be designated at the offices of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE, Washington, DC
20426.

All interested parties and Staff are
permitted to attend.

David Boergers,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32261 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6918-8]
Draft EPA Guidelines for Management

of Onsite/Decentralized Wastewater
Systems and Guidance Manual Outline

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: The EPA published a
document in the Federal Register on

October 6, 2000, concerning a request
for comments on the draft EPA
Guidelines for Management of Onsite/
Decentralized Wastewater Systems and
Guidance Manual Outline. With this
notice, EPA is reopening and extending
the comment period from December 5,
2000, to January 19, 2001.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before January 19, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Comments can be submitted
online at http://www.epa.gov/owm/
smallc/guidelines.htm, emailed to
decentralized@epa.gov, via U.S. mail to
Joyce Hudson, US EPA, Office of
Wastewater Management (4204), 1200
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20460, or faxed to (202)
564—-2397.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joyce Hudson, 202—-564-0657

Dated: December 8, 2000.
J. Charles Fox,
Assistant Administrator for Office of Water.
[FR Doc. 00-32241 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6918-7; MM—-HQ-2001-0005]

Clean Water Act Class Il: Proposed
Administrative Settlement, Penalty
Assessment and Opportunity To
Comment Regarding Saputo Cheese
USA, Inc.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: EPA has entered into a
consent agreement with Saputo Cheese
USA, Inc. to resolve violations of the
Clean Water Act (“CWA”), and its
implementing regulations. Saputo
Cheese USA, Inc. failed to prepare Spill
Prevention Control and Countermeasure
(“SPCC”) plans for four facilities where
they stored diesel oil in above ground
tanks and failed to prepare and
implement Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plans (“SWPPP”) as required
by its National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit for
ten facilities. EPA, as authorized by
CWA section 311(b)(6), 33 U.S.C.
1321(b)(6), and CWA section 309(g), 33
U.S.C. 1319(g) has assessed a civil
penalty for these violations. The
Administrator, as required by CWA
section 311(b)(6)(C), 33 U.S.C.
1321(b)(6)(C), and CWA section
309(g)(4)(A), 33 U.S.C. 1319(g)(4)(A), is
hereby providing public notice of, and
an opportunity for interested persons to

comment on, this consent agreement
and proposed final order.

DATES: Comments are due on or before
January 18, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Mail written comments to
the Enforcement & Compliance Docket
and Information Center (2201A), Docket
Number EC-2000-013, Office of
Enforcement and Compliance
Assurance, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW, Mail Code 2201A,
Washington, DC 20460. (Comments may
be submitted on disk in WordPerfect 8.0
or earlier versions.) Written comments
may be delivered in person to:
Enforcement and Compliance Docket
Information Center, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. 4033, Ariel Rios
Bldg., 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC. Submit comments
electronically to docket.oeca@epa.gov.
Electronic comments may be filed
online at many Federal Depository
Libraries.

The consent agreement, the proposed
final order, and public comments, if
any, may be reviewed at the
Enforcement and Compliance Docket
Information Center, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. 4033, Ariel Rios
Bldg., 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC. Persons interested in
reviewing these materials must make
arrangements in advance by calling the
docket clerk at 202-564-2614. A
reasonable fee may be charged by EPA
for copying docket materials.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Beth
Cavalier, Multimedia Enforcement
Division (2248—A), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20460;
telephone (202) 564-3271; fax: (202)
564-9001; e-mail:
cavalier.beth@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic Copies: Electronic copies of
this document are available from the
EPA Home Page under the link “Laws
and Regulations” at the Federal
Register—Environmental Documents
entry (http://www.epa.gov/fedrgstr).

I. Background

Saputo Cheese USA, Inc., a cheese
manufacturing company incorporated in
the State of Delaware and located at 25
Tri-State International Office Center,
Suite 250, Lincolnshire, Illinois 60069
failed to prepare SPCC plans for four
facilities. Saputo Cheese USA, Inc.
disclosed, pursuant to the EPA
“Incentives for Self-Policing: Discovery,
Disclosure, Correction and Prevention of
Violations’ (“‘Audit Policy”), 60 FR
66,706 (December 22, 1995), that it
failed to prepare SPCC plans for four
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facilities where it stored diesel oil in
above ground storage tanks, in violation
of the CWA section 311(b)(3) and 40
CFR Part 112, and that it failed to
prepare and implement SWPPP plans
for ten facilities, in violation of the
CWA section 301(a) and 40 CFR Part
122, and CWA section 402(a) and 40
CFR Parts 122.1 and 122.26. EPA
determined that Saputo met the criteria
set out in the Audit Policy for a 100%
waiver of the gravity component of the
penalty. As a result, EPA waived the
gravity based penalty ($58,825.00) and
proposed a settlement penalty amount
of nine thousand and eight hundred
dollars ($9,800.00). This is the amount
of the economic benefit gained by
Saputo, attributable to their delayed
compliance with the SPCC and NPDES/
SWPPP regulations. Saputo Cheese
USA, Inc. has agreed to pay this amount
in civil penalties. EPA and Saputo
negotiated and signed an administrative
consent agreement, following the
Consolidated Rules of Procedure, 40
CFR section 22.13, on November 21,
2000 (In Re: Saputo Cheese USA, Inc.,
Docket No. MM-HQ-2001-005). This
consent agreement is subject to public
notice and comment under CWA section
311(b)(6), 33 U.S.C. section 1321(b)(6)
and CWA section 309(g)(4)(A), 33 U.S.C.
1319(g)(4)(A).

Under CWA section 311(b)(6)(A), 33
U.S.C. 1321 (b)(6)(A), any owner,
operator, or person in charge of a vessel,
onshore facility, or offshore facility from
which oil is discharged in violation of
the CWA section 311(b)(3), 33 U.S.C.
1321(b)(3), or who fails or refuses to
comply with any regulations that have
been issued under CWA section 311(j),
33 U.S.C. 1321(j), may be assessed an
administrative civil penalty of up to
$137,500 by EPA. Class II proceedings
under CWA section 311(b)(6) are
conducted in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 22.

Under CWA section 309(g)(1)(A), 33
U.S.C. 1319 (g)(1)(A), any person found
in violation of any permit condition or
limitation implementing any of such
sections in a permit issued under the
CWA section 402(a), 33 U.S.C. 1342, or
the CWA section 301(a), 33 U.S.C.
1311(a), may be assessed an
administrative civil penalty of up to
$125,000 by EPA. Class II proceedings
under CWA section 309(g)(1)(A) are
conducted in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 22.

The procedures by which the public
may comment on a proposed Class II
penalty order, or participate in a Clean
Water Act Class II penalty proceeding,
are set forth in 40 CFR 22.45. The
deadline for submitting public comment
on this proposed final order is January

18, 2001. All comments will be
transferred to the Environmental
Appeals Board (“EAB”) of EPA for
consideration. The powers and duties of
the EAB are outlined in 40 CFR 22.04(a).

Pursuant to CWA section 311(b)(6)(C)
and CWA section 309(g)(4)(A), EPA will
not issue an order in this proceeding
prior to the close of the public comment
period.

List of Subjects
Environmental protection.
Dated: December 12, 2000.

David A. Nielsen,

Director Multimedia Enforcement Division,
Office of Enforcement and Compliance
Assurance.

[FR Doc. 00-32242 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Report No. 2457]

Petitions for Reconsideration of Action
in Rulemaking Proceedings

December 11, 2000.

Petitions for Reconsideration have
been filed in the Commission’s
rulemaking proceedings listed in this
Public Notice and published pursuant to
47 CFR 1.429(e). The full text of this
document is available for viewing and
copying in Room CY-A257, 445 12th
Street, SW., Washington, DC or may be
purchased from the Commission’s copy
contractor, ITS, Inc. (202) 857—-3800.
Oppositions to these petitions must be
filed by January 3, 2001. See section
1.4(b)(1) of the Commission’s rules (47
CFR 1.4(b)(1)). Replies to an opposition
must be filed within 10 days after the
time for filing oppositions have expired.

Subject: Compatibility Between Cable
and Consumer Electronics Equipment
(PP Docket No. 00-67).

Number of Petitions Filed: 2.

Subject: 1998 Biennial Regulatory
Review 47 CFR part 90—Private Land
Mobile Radio Services (WT Docket No.
98-182, RM-9222).

Replacement of Part 90 by Part 88 to
Revise the Private Land Mobile Radio
Services and Modify the Policies
Governing Them and Examination of
the Exclusivity and Frequency
Assignment Policies of the Private Land
Mobile Services (PR Docket No. 92—
235).

Number of Petitions Filed: 4.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32249 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Sunshine Act Meeting; Notice of
Agency Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5
U.S.C. 552b), notice is hereby given that
the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation’s Board of Directors will
meet in open session at 10:00 a.m. on
Thursday, December 21, 2000, to
consider the following matters:

Summary Agenda: No substantive
discussion of the following items is
anticipated. These matters will be
resolved with a single vote unless a
member of the Board of Directors
requests that an item be moved to the
discussion agenda.

Disposition of minutes of previous
Board of Directors; meetings.

Summary reports, status reports, and
reports of actions taken pursuant to
authority delegated by the Board of
Directors.

Discussion Agenda:
Memorandum re: 2001 FDIC Budget.

Memorandum and resolution re: Final
Amendments to Part 362—Activities of
Insured State Banks and Insured
Savings Associations; Part 337—Unsafe
and Unsound Banking Practices; and
Part 303—Filing Procedures and
Delegations of Authority.

Memorandum and resolution re: Final
Amendments—Parts 364 and 308—
Standards for Safeguarding Customer
Information and Rescission of Year 2000
Standards for Safety and Soundness.

The meeting will be held in the Board
Room on the sixth floor of the FDIC
Building located at 550—17th Street,
NW., Washington, DC.

The FDIC will provide attendees with
auxiliary aids (e.g., sign language
interpretation) required for this meeting.
Those attendees needing such assistance
should call (202) 416-2089 (Voice);
(202) 416-2007 (TTY), to make
necessary arrangements.

Requests for further information
concerning the meeting may be directed
to Mr. Robert E. Feldman, Executive
Secretary of the Corporation, at (202)
898—-6757.

Dated: December 14, 2000.

Robert E. Feldman,
Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32370 Filed 12—15-00; 11:08
am|

BILLING CODE 6714-01-M
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection;
Comment Request

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Federal Emergency
Management Agency, as part of its
continuing effort to reduce paperwork
and respondent burden, invites the
general public and other Federal
agencies to take this opportunity to
comment on a proposed, new
information collection. In accordance
with the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)), this
notice seeks comments concerning the
use of a survey to collect data for the
development of a national fire
department database.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S.
Fire Administration (USFA) receives
many requests from fire service
organizations and the general public for
information related to fire departments,
including total number of departments,
number of stations per department,
population protected, and number of
firefighters. The USFA also has a need

for this information to guide
programmatic decisions, produce
mailing lists for USFA publications, and
serve as a baseline from which to
eventually sample fire loss data.
Recommendations for the creation of the
fire department database came out of a
Blue Ribbon Panel’s review of the
USFA—initiated by FEMA Director
James Lee Witt in the spring of 1998.
The report included a review of the
structure, mission and funding of the
USFA, future policies, programmatic
needs, course development and
delivery, and the role of the USFA to
reflect changes in the fire service. The
panel included 13 members of the U.S.
fire community. As a result of those
recommendations, the USFA is working
to identify all fire departments in the
United States to develop and populate

a national database that will include
information related to demographics,
capabilities and activities of fire
departments Nationwide.

Collection of Information

Title. National Fire Department
Census.

Type of Information Collection. New.

Abstract. Many data products and
reports exist that contain fragmented or

estimated information about fire
department demographics, and
capabilities, but there is no single
reference source today that aggregates
this data to provide a complete and
accurate profile of fire departments in
the United States. The U.S. Fire
Administration (USFA) receives many
requests for information related to fire
departments, including total number of
departments, number of stations per
department, population protected,
apparatus and equipment status. The
USFA is working to identify all fire
departments in the United States to
develop and populate a national
database that will include information
related to demographics, capabilities
and activities. The database will be used
by USFA to guide programmatic
decisions, provide the Fire Service and
the public with information about fire
departments, to produce mailing lists
for USFA publications and other
materials, and serve as a baseline from
which to sample fire loss data.

Affected Public: Federal, State, local
government, volunteer, and industrial
fire departments.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours.

Number
of I?requency Hours per response Annuhal burden
respondents 0 re&sg)onse (A xo;ri )
G
FEMA fOIMIS oottt 33,000 1 | 25 Minutes (.42) 13,860
TOAI oo 33,000 1| 25 Minutes (.42) 13,860

Estimated Cost. The estimated costs to
the government will be contracted direct
labor and associated overhead costs of
$433,500. There would be no costs to
the respondent other than the minimal
direct labor cost of a single firefighter or
emergency service worker taking a small
amount of time to complete the survey
and this would be applicable only to
those fire departments and emergency
service agencies with career employees.
The majority of the respondents will be
from volunteer fire departments for
which no direct labor costs will be
incurred. The estimate of respondent
costs for those career departments is
computed as follows: Estimated number
of surveys multiplied by the national
average hourly rate of a firefighter of
$18.65 multiplied by .42 (representing
the estimated 25 minutes it takes to
complete the survey) and multiply that
by .25 which represents the percentage
of respondents who are career (paid)
personnel. Using this equation, total
estimated costs to respondents of

$64,622 is derived (33,000 estimated
surveys X $18.65 = $615,450 x .42 =
$258,489 x .25 = $64,622). The average
cost per survey is a minimal $1.96. The
respondents are under no obligation to
complete the survey and may refuse to
do so or stop at any time so the average
cost to the respondent of $1.96 could
easily not be incurred by refusing to fill
out the survey.

Comments: Written comments are
solicited to (a) evaluate whether the
proposed data collection is necessary for
the proper performance of the agency,
including whether the information shall
have practical utility; (b) evaluate the
accuracy of the agency’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(c) enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) minimize the burden
of the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated,

electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses. Comments should be
received within 60 days of the date of
this notice.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons should
submit written comments to Muriel B.
Anderson, Chief, Records Management
Branch, Program Services Division,
Operations Support Directorate, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, 500 C
Street, SW, Room 316, Washington, DC
20472. Telephone number (202) 646—
2625. FAX number (202) 646—3524 or
e:mail muriel.anderson@fema.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bradley S. Pabody, Fire Program
Specialist, United States Fire
Administration, National Fire Data
Center, (301) 447-1340 for additional
information. Contact Ms. Anderson at
(202) 646—-2625 for copies of the
proposed collection of information
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Dated: December 12, 2000.
Reginald Trujillo,
Director, Program Services Division,
Operations Support Directorate.

[FR Doc. 00-32215 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6718-01-P

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

[FEMA-1193-DR]

Government of Guam; Amendment to
Notice of a Major Disaster Declaration

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice amends the notice
of a major disaster for Government of
Guam (FEMA-1193-DR), dated
December 17, 1997, and related
determinations.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 6, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Madge Dale, Response and Recovery
Directorate, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, Washington, DC
20472, (202) 646-3630.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is
hereby given that the cost share
arrangement concerning Federal funds
provided under the authority of the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act, 42 U.S.C.
5121, et seq., as amended by the
Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, Pub. L.
No. 106-390, 114 Stat. 1552 (2000) and
the Insular Areas Act (48 U.S.C. 1469a
(d) for the Public Assistance program is
adjusted at 100 percent Federal funding.
This adjustment applies to eligible costs
associated with Categories A and B
(debris removal and emergency
protective measures) under the Public
Assistance program. All other cost
sharing adjustments under FEMA—
1193-DR remain the same.

(The following Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance Numbers (CFDA) are to be used
for reporting and drawing funds: 83.537,
Community Disaster Loans; 83.538, Cora
Brown Fund Program; 83.539, Crisis
Counseling; 83.540, Disaster Legal Services
Program; 83.541, Disaster Unemployment
Assistance (DUA); 83.542, Fire Suppression
Assistance; 83.543, Individual and Family
Grant (IFG) Program; 83.544, Public
Assistance Grants; 83.545, Disaster Housing
Program; 83.548, Hazard Mitigation Grant
Program.)

James L. Witt,

Director.

[FR Doc. 00-32214 Filed 12—18—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6718-02—P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices;
Acquisition of Shares of Bank or Bank
Holding Companies

The notificants listed below have
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 19817 (j)) and
§ 225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on the notices are
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The notices
also will be available for inspection at
the office of the Board of Governors/
Interested persons may express their
views in writing to the Reserve Bank
indicated for that notice or to the offices
of the Board of Governors. Comments
must be received not later than January
2,2001.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City (D. Michael Manies, Assistant Vice
President) 925 Grand Avenue, Kansas
City, Missouri 64198-0001:

1. James A. Waters, Wynnewood,
Oklahoma, and Janet G. Streich,
Englewood, Colorado; to acquire voting
shares of Garvin County Bancshares,
Inc., Wynnewood, Oklahoma, and
thereby indirectly acquire voting shares
of State Bank of Wynnewood,
Wynnewood, Oklahoma.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, December 13, 2000.

Robert deV. Frierson

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 00-32211 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-S

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING MEETING: Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System.

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Thursday,
December 21, 2000.

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal
Reserve Board Building, C Street
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets,
NW., Washington, DC 20551.
STATUS: Open.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Summary Agenda: Because of their
routine nature, no discussion of the
following items is anticipated. These
matters will be voted on without
discussion unless a member of the
Board requests that an item be moved to
the discussion agenda.

1. Consideration of final rules under
Regulation Y (Bank Holding Companies
and Change in Bank Control) that
implement the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act
by (a) providing procedures for eligible
domestic organizations to elect to
become financial holding companies
(Docket No. R—1057); and (b) describing
activities that are permissible for
financial holding companies and
providing procedures for conducting
these activities (Docket No. R—1062).
These rules revise and replace interim
rules that were published for comment
earlier this year.

2. Consideration of a proposal for
comment to amend Regulation Y (Bank
Holding Companies and Change in Bank
Control), pursuant to section 4(k)(5) of
the Bank Holding Company Act as
amended by the Gramm-Leach-Bliley
Act, to designate three categories of
activities as permissible for financial
holding companies and to provide
procedures for determining that
particular activities are included within
the proposed categories.

3. Publication for comment of
proposed modifications to the
methodology for calculating the Private
Sector Adjustment Factor.

4. Discussion Agenda: Proposed new
Regulation G (Disclosure and Reporting
of CRA-Related Agreements) to
implement the Community
Reinvestment Act sunshine
requirements of the Gramm-Leach-
Bliley Act (proposed earlier for public
comment; Docket No. R-1069).

5. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

Note: This meeting will be recorded for the
benefit of those unable to attend. Cassettes
will then be available for listening in the
Board’s Freedom of Information Office, and
copies can be ordered for $6 per cassette by
calling 202—452-3684 or by writing to:
Freedom of Information Office, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System
Washington, D.C. 20551.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Lynn S. Fox, Assistant to the Board;
202—-452-3204.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: You may
call 202-452-3206 for a recorded
announcement of this meeting; or you
may contact the Board’s Web site at
http://www.federalreserve.gov for an
electronic announcement. (The Web site
also includes procedural and other
information about the open meeting.)

Dated: December 14, 2000.
Robert deV. Frierson,
Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 00-32369 Filed 12—15-00; 11:26
am)]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System

TIME AND DATE: Approximately 10:45
a.m., Thursday, December 21, 2000,
following a recess at the conclusion of
the open meeting.

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal
Reserve Board Building, 20th and C
Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20551.
STATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Personnel actions (appointments,
promotions, assignments,
reassignments, and salary actions)
involving individual Federal Reserve
System employees.

2. Any matters carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Lynn S. Fox, Assistant to the Board;
202—452-3204.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: You may
call 202-452-3206 beginning at
approximately 5 p.m. two business days
before the meeting for a recorded
announcement of bank and bank
holding company applications
scheduled for the meeting; or you may
contact the Board’s Web site at http://
www.federalreserve.gov for an
electronic announcement that not only
lists applications, but also indicates
procedural and other information about
the meeting.

Dated: December 14, 2000.
Robert deV. Frierson,
Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 00-32369 Filed 12—15-00; 11:14
am|]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF PREVIOUS
ANNOUNCEMENT: 65 FR 77880, December
13, 2000.

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE OF
THE MEETING: 12 noon, Monday,
December 18, 2000.

CHANGES IN THE MEETING:

One of the items announced for
inclusion at this meeting was
consideration of any agenda items
carried forward from a previous
meeting; the following such closed
item(s) was added: Future capital

framework. (This item was originally
announced for a closed meeting on
November 20, 2000.)

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Lynn S. Fox, Assistant to the Board,;
202—-452-3204.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: You may
call 202—-452-3206 for a recorded
announcement of this meeting; or you
may contact the Board’s Web site at
http://www.federalreserve.gov for an
electronic announcement. (The Web site
also includes procedural and other
information about the open meeting.)

Dated: December 15, 2000.
Robert deV. Frierson,
Associate Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 00-32431 Filed 12—-15-00; 3:29 pm]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Office for Civil Rights; Section 504 of

the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; Notice

of Exercise of Authority Under 45 CFR
84.52(d)(2) Regarding Recipients With
Fewer Than Fifteen Employees

AGENCY: Office for Civil Rights, HHS.
ACTION: Notice of exercise of authority
under 45 CFR 84.52(d)(2) regarding
recipients with fewer than fifteen
employees pursuant to section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 45 CFR
84.52(d)(2), the Director of the Office for
Civil Rights may require recipients with
fewer than 15 employees to provide
auxiliary aids where the provision of
such aids would not significantly impair
the ability of the recipient to provide its
benefits or services. The United States
Department of Health and Human
Services (HHS) is announcing that it is
exercising its authority under 45 CFR
84.52(d)(2) of the regulation
implementing Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 29 U.S.C.
794(a), to require recipients with fewer
than fifteen employees to provide
appropriate auxiliary aids to persons
with impaired sensory, manual, or
speaking skills, where necessary to
afford such persons an equal
opportunity to benefit from their
services. This is not a new requirement;
Title III of the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) already requires
public accommodations of all sizes to
provide auxiliary aids and services to
persons with disabilities where
necessary to ensure effective
communication and Title IT of the ADA
extends the same requirement to state
and local government entities. The vast

majority of entities that receive federal
financial assistance from HHS thus are
already required to provide auxiliary
aids and services to persons with
disabilities where necessary to ensure
effective communication.

DATES: This guidance is effective
immediately.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sheila Foran or Ronald Copeland at the
Office for Civil Rights, Room 506F, U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services, 200 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, telephone
202—-619-0403; TDD 1-800-537-7697.
Arrangements to receive the notice in an
alternative format may be made by
contacting the named individuals.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this notice is to inform
recipients of federal financial assistance
from HHS that the Office for Civil Rights
(OCR) will require recipients with fewer
than 15 employees to provide auxiliary
aids where the provision of aids would
not significantly impair the ability of the
recipient to provide its benefits or
services, and will investigate complaints
against health and social services
providers with fewer than 15 employees
for failure to provide auxiliary aids to
individuals with disabilities under
Section 504. Determinations of whether
the provision of an auxiliary aid or
service would impose an undue burden
on a small provider will be made on a
case-by-case basis. The fact that the
provision of any particular auxiliary aid
would result in an undue burden does
not relieve the provider from the duty

to furnish an alternative auxiliary aid, if
available, that would not result in such
a burden.

OCR has concluded that, in the
interest of uniformity and consistent
administration of law, Section 504’s
auxiliary aids requirement should be
applied to covered entities with fewer
than 15 employees, as is the case under
the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990. Title III of the ADA specifies that
no individual shall be discriminated
against on the basis of disability in the
full and equal enjoyment of the goods,
services, facilities, privileges,
advantages, and accommodations of any
place of public accommodation. 42
U.S.C. 12182. The term “public
accommodation” includes professional
offices of health care providers,
hospitals, pharmacies, and other service
establishments. Under Title III of the
ADA, privately operated public
accommodations are obligated to
provide appropriate auxiliary aids and
services, regardless of their size, where
necessary to ensure effective
communication with individuals with
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disabilities, unless they can demonstrate
that taking such steps would
fundamentally alter the nature of their
program, services or activities, or would
result in an undue burden. See 42
U.S.C. 12182(b)(2)(A)(iii). The ADA
requires public accommodations,
including health and social service
providers, to furnish appropriate
auxiliary aids to ensure effective
communication with individuals with
disabilities without the imposition of a
surcharge to cover the cost of such
measures.

OCR believes that exercising its
authority under 45 CFR 84.52(d)(2) is
consistent with Congress’ intent to
ensure consistency between Section 504
and the ADA. 42 U.S.C. 2117(b) of the
Americans with Disabilities Act
addresses coordination between
agencies with enforcement authority
under the ADA and Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Consistent
with that provision, agencies must
ensure that administrative complaints
filed under both the ADA and Section
504 are dealt with in a manner that
prevents the imposition of inconsistent
or conflicting standards for the same
requirements. See, e.g., 42 U.S.C. ss.
12117(b), 12134(b) and 12201(a). Other
evidence of Congress’ desire for
consistent enforcement standards can be
found in several amendments to Title V
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. For
example, Section 102(f) of the
Rehabilitation Act Amendments of
1992, Pub. L. 102-569, incorporated the
exclusions from the term “individual
with disability” that are set forth in the
ADA. Also, Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act Amendments of 1992
amended the Rehabilitation Act of 1973
by adding a new subsection to clarify
that the standards used for determining
whether Section 504 has been violated
in a complaint alleging employment
discrimination are the same standards
applied under the ADA.

As noted above, Title III of the ADA
does not require a public
accommodation to provide auxiliary
aids and services if it can demonstrate
that taking such steps would
fundamentally alter the nature of the
services being offered or result in an
undue burden. The undue burden
defense established under the ADA
evidences that Congress favored a case-
by-case approach for determining a
public accommodation’s obligation to
provide auxiliary aids rather than a
broad exemption for small providers.
OCR believes that requiring recipients
with fewer than 15 employees to
provide auxiliary aids under the Section
504 regulation at 45 CFR 84.52(d)(2),
where the provision of such aids would

not significantly impair the ability of the
recipient to provide its benefits or
services, is consistent with the
legislative scheme intended by Congress
under the ADA.

Most of the entities that receive
federal financial assistance from HHS
are also subject to the effective
communication requirements
established under the ADA. OCR is
confident that the enforcement of
Section 504’s auxiliary aids requirement
can be applied in a manner that will not
unduly burden small providers.

OCR will enforce Section 504 as it
applies to recipients’ responsibilities
under the notice through procedures
provided for in the Section 504
regulations. These procedures include
complaint investigations, compliance
reviews, efforts to secure voluntary
compliance and technical assistance.
OCR will always provide recipients
with a complete opportunity to come
into voluntary compliance with Section
504 prior to initiating formal
enforcement proceedings, and will
provide technical assistance to help
entities resolve complaints in a
collaborative fashion with OCR.

Dated: December 6, 2000.
Thomas E. Perez,
Director, Office for Civil Rights.
[FR Doc. 00-32194 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4150-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Bioethics Advisory
Committee Request; International
Research Ethical and Policy Issues;
Comment Request

ACTION: Notice for comment on the draft
report of the National Bioethics
Advisory Commission (NBAC), Ethical
and Policy Issues in the Oversight of
Human Research.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is given for comment on a draft report
written by the National Bioethics
Advisory Commission (NBAC). The
Commission will consider all comments
it receives as part of its ongoing
deliberations in finalizing this report.

Purpose of the Report

In October 1995, President Clinton
established NBAC to advise on bioethics
and public policy issues related to
conducting human research. NBAC
makes recommendations to the White
House and other departments and

agencies. This report, therefore, falls
within NBAC’s mandate.

Prior to NBAC'’s creation, in 1994, the
Advisory Committee on Human
Radiation Experiments (ACHRE) was
created to investigate reports of
federally sponsored human research
involving radioactive materials and to
assess the current state of protections for
research participants. With regard to the
latter charge they found, “evidence of
serious deficiencies in some parts of the
current system.” Specifically, ACHRE
was concerned with variability in the
quality of IRBs, persistent confusion
among human participants as to
whether they were involved in research
or therapy, and insufficient attention to
the implications of diminished
decision-making capacity in the consent
process. ACHRE also recommended the
creation of a national advisory group to
examine these issues. When NBAC was
established, one of its first priorities was
to examine the system for protecting
human research participants.

In May of 1997, NBAC unanimously
resolved that “No person in the United
States should be enrolled in research
without the twin protections of
informed consent by an authorized
person and independent review of the
risks and benefits of the research.” The
following year, NBAC wrote to the
President indicating areas of concern
and preliminary findings regarding the
oversight of human research in the
United States. The key concerns
identified were:

» Federal protections for persons
serving as subjects in research do not
yet extend to all Americans.

» Despite widespread implementation
of federal regulations by those
departments and agencies sponsoring
substantial amounts of biomedical
research, a number of departments and
agencies who sponsor primarily non-
biomedical research or little research
overall have failed to implement fully
these federal protections.

* Federal protections do not always
include specific provisions for
especially vulnerable populations of
research subjects.

* Many federal agencies find the
interpretation and implementation of
the Common Rule confusing and/or
unnecessarily burdensome.

» Federal protections are difficult to
enforce and improve effectively
throughout the Federal Government, in
part because no single authority or
office oversees research protections
across all government agencies and
departments.

* New techniques are needed to
ensure implementation at the local
level.
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In October 1999, Dr. Neal Lane,
Assistant to the President for Science
and Technology, reinforced the request
that NBAC examine the federal system
of oversight. This report addresses the
basic purpose, structure, and
implementation of research oversight.
We recommend broad, strategic changes
to the oversight system. This report is
not intended to be a rewrite of federal
regulations but instead to provide the
guidance, direction, and justification for
change. Providing Comments to the
Draft Report.

You may provide written comments
electronically or through mail or fax.
Electronic submissions (by email or by
website) are preferred as they will be
processed more efficiently. The
following are addresses for submitting
comments: e-mail: nbac@od.nih.gov,
NBAC website: www.bioethics.gov,
mail: 6705 Rockledge Drive, Suite 700,
Bethesda, Maryland 20892-7979, fax:
(301) 480-6900.

If your comments are not postmarked
by February 17, 2001, we can not
guarantee they will be given full
consideration.

TO RECEIVE A COPY OF THIS DRAFT REPORT
CONTACT: National Bioethics Advisory
Commission, 6705 Rockledge Drive,
Suite 700, Bethesda, Maryland 20892—
7979, telephone (301) 402—4242, fax
number (301) 480—-6900, or visit the
website at www.bioethics.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
President established the National
Bioethics Advisory Commission (NBAC)
on October 3, 1995 by Executive Order
12975 as amended. The mission of the
NBAUC is to advise and make
recommendations to the National
Science and Technology Council, its
Chair, the President, and other entities
on bioethical issues arising from the
research on human biology and
behavior, and from the applications of
that research.

Dated: December 13, 2000.
Eric M. Meslin,
Executive Director, National Bioethics
Advisory Commission.
[FR Doc. 00-32200 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4167-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control And
Prevention

[60Day—01-08]

Proposed Data Collections Submitted
for Public Comment and
Recommendations

In compliance with the requirement
of Section 3506 (c)(2)(A) of the
Paperwork reduction Act of 1995, the
Center for Disease Control and
Prevention is providing opportunity for
public comment on proposed data
collection projects. To request more
information on the proposed projects or
to obtain a copy of the data collection
plans and instruments, call the CDC
Reports Clearance Officer on (404) 639-
7090.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
for other forms of information
technology. Send comments to Anne
O’Connor, CDC Assistant Reports
Clearance Officer, 1600 Clifton Road,
MS-D24, Atlanta, GA 30333. Written
comments should be received within 60
days of this notice.

Proposed Project

Linking Epidemiologic Research to
Disease Prevention: A Pilot Program to
Test Approaches for Communicating
Increased Risk of Cervical Cancer to
Female Workers in the Dry-Cleaning
Industry —NEW—National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH), Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC).

The National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) has conducted worker
notification formally since 1988. This
program informs workers in NIOSH-
conducted epidemiological studies
about the study results and hence, of
their risks. The intervention research to
be conducted under this application
will extend the risk communication
beyond the mortality study cohort (an
aging and mostly retired cohort) to
similarly exposed women, younger and
still employed.

Several studies, including one
conducted at NIOSH, have documented
elevated mortality from cancer among
dry cleaning workers. Some of the
cancers involved—most notably cervical
cancer—can be successfully treated if
detected early. Thus, along with better
hazard control, better secondary disease
prevention is urgently needed to help
women workers already exposed.
Exiting NIOSH procedures for notifying
workers about the agency’s research
findings seem unlikely to reach the
larger at-risk population of women dry
cleaners who were not actually study
subjects.

The ultimate purpose of this research
is to increase understanding of how to
encourage medical screening among
workers at risk. The project has two
main objectives: (1) To assess
descriptively the feasibility and
potential public health benefits of a
broader than usual approach to NIOSH
worker notification about occupational
health risks, based on results of NIOSH
epidemiologic research; and (2) to
determine whether a follow-up
reminder about the importance of
medical screening makes a significant
difference in the notified workers’ long-
term health behavior.

The primary study population will
consist of a minimum 300 current
female dry cleaning workers in New
York City (ages 18-65), selected from
the membership list (a respondent
universe of 375) from the dry cleaners’
local labor union. A separate population
of 100 former dry cleaning workers
randomly selected from a cohort list of
approximately 226 surviving women
dry cleaners in a NIOSH cohort
mortality study will provide descriptive
data only and will not be included in
the data analysis of the primary group
of currently employed dry cleaners. All
study participants will be mailed a
packet of risk information from NIOSH,
along with a letter of endorsement of the
study from the local union in New York,
encouraging participation in the study.
The risk information packet will include
the NIOSH mortality study results as
well as other information about cancer
and cancer screening, with a special
emphasis on cervical cancer screening.

Brief (15-minute) telephone
interviews will follow the mailed
notifications to workers and will be
used to evaluate (1) the effects of an
intervention (mailed written notification
materials) on post-intervention cervical
cancer screening behaviors; and (2) the
effects of a reminder message mailed six
months after the initial notification.

The effect of the first intervention will
be measured by comparing the pre- and
post-intervention screening behaviors
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for the year prior to the intervention.
The effect of the second intervention
will be evaluated experimentally (using
a control group), measuring the
screening behaviors from the time of the
reminder letter to the Time-2 interview
6 months later, compared to the
screening behaviors at the Time-1
interview.

These intervention evaluations will
address barriers to cervical screening
and also will allow insight into the
following questions:

1. Does the outreach message have a long-
term impact concerning the use of cancer
screening services (message retention and
actual screening behavior)?

2. Does receiving a screening reminder
affect message retention and actual screening
behavior?

The total cost to all respondents
(current dry cleaners and surviving dry
cleaners from the NIOSH mortality
study) in the two-year study is
estimated at $2733.46 based on an
average wage of $10.79 per hour.

Avg. burden
Total
No. of No. of Per

Respondents respondents | responses response (?#rﬁrin)

(in hrs.) ’
R = L OSSP 400 1 20/60 133.3
YBAI 2 oottt ettt et e e et e e e et e e e et e e e e bee e e e teeeeateeeaaareeeaaaeeeabeeeaatteeeaanreeeaanes 360 1 20/60 120.0
L0 ] - | PP B SPPUPUPPPN EPSUPUUPRRISSPUPURPI IPUPPPPRRRRRPRPRY 253.3

Dated: December 8, 2000.
Nancy Cheal,

Acting Associate Director for Policy, Planning
and Evaluation Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, (CDC).

[FR Doc. 00-32204 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

[Docket No. 00D-1584]

Draft Guidance for Industry on
Labeling OTC Human Drug Products—

Submitting Requests for Exemptions
and Deferrals; Availability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
availability of a draft guidance for
industry entitled “Labeling OTC Human
Drug Products—Submitting Requests for
Exemptions and Deferrals.” The draft
guidance is intended to provide
information on procedures for
requesting an exemption or deferral in
accordance with the final rule that
established standardized format and
content requirements for the labeling of
over-the-counter (OTC) human drug
products.

DATES: Submit written comments on the
draft guidance by February 20, 2001.
General comments on agency guidance
documents are welcome at any time.
ADDRESSES: Copies of this draft
guidance for industry are available on
the Internet at http://www.fda.gov/cder/
guidance/index.htm. Submit written
requests for single copies of the draft
guidance to the Drug Information

Branch (HFD-210), Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. Send one
self-addressed adhesive label to assist
that office in processing your requests.
Submit written comments on the draft
guidance to the Dockets Management
Branch (HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gerald M. Rachanow, Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research (HFD-560),
Food and Drug Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857,
301-827-2222.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is
announcing the availability of a draft
guidance for industry entitled “Labeling
OTC Human Drug Products—
Submitting Requests for Exemptions
and Deferrals.” This is one of a series of
guidances intended to help
manufacturers, packers, and distributors
implement the final rule establishing
standardized format and content
requirements for the labeling of all OTC
drug products. Once finalized, these
guidances will supersede all other
statements, feedback, and
correspondence provided by the agency
on these matters since the issuance of
the final rule.

In the Federal Register of March 17,
1999 (64 FR 13254), FDA published a
final rule establishing standardized
format and content requirements for the
labeling of all OTC drug products,
including drug-cosmetic products. This
rule is intended to standardize labeling
for all OTC human drug products to
help consumers read and understand
the product labeling and use these
products safely and effectively.

This draft document is intended to
provide guidance on the format and
procedures for submitting requests for

exemptions and deferrals from the
requirements of the rule.

This draft guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
regulation (21 CFR 10.115; 65 FR 56468,
September 19, 2000). The draft guidance
represents the agency’s current thinking
on exemptions and deferral procedures
related to the labeling of OTC human
drug products (21 CFR part 201). It does
not create or confer any rights for or on
any person and does not operate to bind
FDA or the public.

Interested persons may submit to the
Dockets Management Branch (address
above) written comments on the draft
guidance. Two copies of any comments
are to be submitted, except that
individuals may submit one copy.
Comments are to be identified with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. The draft
guidance and received comments are
available for public examination in the
Dockets Management Branch between 9
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday.

Dated: December 4, 2000.

Margaret M. Dotzel,

Associate Commissioner for Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32195 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. 99D-5013]

Guidance for Industry on Labeling
Over-the-Counter Human Drug
Products Using a Column Format;
Availability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.
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SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
availability of a guidance for industry
entitled “Labeling OTC Human Drug
Products Using a Column Format.” This
guidance is intended to provide
information on the use of columns as
part of the standardized content and
format requirements for the labeling of
over-the-counter (OTC) drug and drug-
cosmetic products.

DATES: The guidance for industry is
effective December 19, 2000. Submit
written comments on agency guidances
at any time.

ADDRESSES: Copies of this guidance for
industry are available on the Internet at
http://www.fda.gov/cder/guidance/
index.htm. Submit written requests for
single copies of this guidance to the
Drug Information Branch (HFD-210),
Center for Drug Evaluation and
Research, Food and Drug
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857. Send one self-
addressed adhesive label to assist that
office in processing your requests.
Submit written comments on the
guidance to the Dockets Management
Branch (HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gerald M. Rachanow or Cazemiro R.
Martin, Center for Drug Evaluation and
Research (HFD-560), Food and Drug
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-827-2222.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is
announcing the availability of a
guidance for industry entitled “Labeling
OTC Human Drug Products Using a
Column Format.” This is one of several
guidances the agency is developing to
help manufacturers, packers, and
distributors implement the recently
issued final rule establishing
standardized content and format
requirements for the labeling of all OTC
drug products. Once finalized, these
guidances will supersede all other
statements, feedback, and
correspondence provided by the agency
on these matters since the issuance of
the final rule.

In the Federal Register of March 17,
1999 (64 FR 13254), FDA published a
final rule establishing standardized
content and format requirements for the
labeling of all OTC drug products,
including drug-cosmetic products
(products that consist of both drug and
cosmetic components or a single
component marketed for both drug and
cosmetic uses). This rule is intended to
standardize labeling for all OTC drug
products so consumers can easily read
and understand OTC drug product

labeling and use these products safely
and effectively.

The regulation for this new
standardized labeling requires
manufacturers to present OTC drug and
drug-cosmetic labeling information in a
prescribed order and format.

The agency received a number of
inquiries about the use of columns in
OTC drug product labeling under the
new regulation. To address those
inquiries, in the Federal Register of
December 1, 1999 (64 FR 67291), FDA
published a notice announcing the
availability of a draft guidance entitled
“Labeling Over-the-Counter Human
Drug Products Using a Column Format,”
which would make recommendations
about how to use columns in OTC drug
product labeling in a way that is
consistent with the regulation. The
notice invited interested persons to
submit comments on the draft guidance
by January 31, 2000. In response, the
agency received four comments from
national trade associations representing
manufacturers and distributors of OTC
drug and drug-cosmetic products and
from manufacturers of OTC drug
products.

In addition to allowing two or more
Drug Facts boxes on the same side of a
package (as stated in the draft guidance),
the comments requested that FDA: (1)
Allow the use of columns within a
single Drug Facts box or, at a minimum,
within headings (e.g., the “Warnings”
section of the labeling); (2) eliminate the
“Drug Facts (continued)”” requirement
from the top of the second (and
additional, if present) Drug Facts boxes
on the same side of a package and
eliminate the use of an arrow leading to
the next panel; (3) if columns are
allowed within a single Drug Facts box,
eliminate the requirement that
subsequent columns begin with a
heading or subheading; (4) replace
“Drug Facts (continued)” at the top of
a second (or subsequent) column with
the previous heading or subheading that
appears in the labeling and add
“(continued)” when information
continues from one column to another;
(5) eliminate the recommendation in the
draft guidance that multiple columns
should be approximately the same size;
and (6) provide an alternate way to
present active ingredient and purpose
information on narrow panels e.g.,
active ingredient information on one
line and the purpose directly below it).

As a general matter, the requests go
beyond what the final rule provides for
in labeling OTC drug products. In
particular, the proposed use of
‘“‘columns within columns” would
represent a significant departure from
the overall look and format of the final

rule. The agency also believes it is
important to maintain the current
requirements regarding the use of
“signals” to show the continuation of
the required labeling from one column
or panel to the next. The use of such
signals is important for the continuous
flow of information on the “Drug Facts”
label. These signals provide a valuable
visual cue for introducing the next
column of information, without
unnecessarily distracting or confusing
the reader.

The agency also will continue to
recommend that multiple columns on
the same side of a package be uniform
in size to make it easier for consumers
to follow and read the labeling
information. The agency believes that
the use of different size columns could
be distracting and cause consumers to
miss important labeling information.
Finally, although the final rule requires
that the active ingredient and purpose
be stated on the same line, this final
guidance clarifies that the final rule
permits the dosage unit information to
be stated directly underneath the active
ingredient.

This guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
practices (65 FR 56468, September 19,
2000). The guidance represents the
agency’s current thinking on using a
column format in the labeling of OTC
human drug products (21 CFR part 201).
It does not create or confer any rights for
or on any person and does not operate
to bind FDA or the public. An
alternative approach may be used if
such an approach satisfies the
requirements of the applicable statutes
and regulations.

Interested persons may, at any time,
submit to the Dockets Management
Branch (address above) written
comments on the guidance. Two copies
of any comments are to be submitted,
except that individuals may submit one
copy. Comments are to be identified
with the docket number found in
brackets in the heading of this
document. The guidance and received
comments are available for public
examination in the Dockets
Management Branch between 9 a.m. and
4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

Dated: December 4, 2000.
Margaret M. Dotzel,
Associate Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 00-32196 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

[Docket No. 00D-1630]

International Cooperation on
Harmonisation of Technical
Requirements for Registration of
Veterinary Medicinal Products (VICH);
Draft Guidance on ‘‘Safety Studies for
Veterinary Drug Residues in Human
Food: Reproduction Studies” (VICH
GL22); Availability; Request for
Comments

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice; request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
availability for comment of a draft
guidance for industry (#115) entitled
“Safety Studies for Veterinary Drug
Residues in Human Food: Reproduction
Studies” (VICH GL22). This draft
guidance has been adapted for
veterinary use by the International
Cooperation on Harmonisation of
Technical Requirements for Registration
of Veterinary Medicinal Products

(VICH) from a guidance regarding
pharmaceuticals for human use, which
was adopted by the International
Conference on Harmonisation of
Technical Requirements for Approval of
Pharmaceuticals for Human Use (ICH).
This draft VICH guidance document
recommends a basic battery of tests that
can be used to evaluate the reproduction
safety of veterinary drug residues in
human food.

DATES: Submit written comments
concerning the draft guidance to ensure
their adequate consideration in
preparation of the final document by
February 20, 2001. General comments
on agency guidance documents are
welcome at any time.

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
on the draft guidance to the Dockets
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food
and Drug Administration, 5630 Fishers
Lane, rm. 1061, Rockville, MD 20852.
Identify comments with the full title of
the draft guidance and the docket
number found in brackets in the
heading of this document.

Copies of the draft guidance entitled
“Safety Studies for Veterinary Drug
Residues in Human Food: Reproduction
Studies” (VICH GL22) may be obtained
on the Internet from the CVM home
page at http://www.fda.gov/cvm/fda/
TOCs/guideline.html. Persons without
Internet access may submit written
requests for single copies of the draft

guidance to the Communications Staff
(HFV-12), Center for Veterinary
Medicine, Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish PI.,
Rockville, MD 20855. Send one self-
addressed adhesive label to assist that
office in processing your requests.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Regarding VICH: Sharon R. Thompson,
Center for Veterinary Medicine (HFV—
3), Food and Drug Administration, 7500
Standish PI., Rockville, MD 20855, 301—
594-1798, e-mail:
sthompso@cvm.fda.gov, or Carole R.
Andres, Center for Veterinary Medicine
(HFV-1), Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish P1.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 301-827—6524, e-
mail: candres1@cvm.fda.gov.

Regarding the guidance document:
Louis T. Mulligan, Center for Veterinary
Medicine (HFV-153), Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish P1.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 301-827-6984, e-
mail: Imulliga@cvm.fda.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In recent years, many important
initiatives have been undertaken by
regulatory authorities and industry
associations to promote the
international harmonization of
regulatory requirements. FDA has
participated in efforts to enhance
harmonization and has expressed its
commitment to seek scientifically based
harmonized technical procedures for the
development of pharmaceutical
products. One of the goals of
harmonization is to identify and then
reduce the differences in technical
requirements for drug development
among regulatory agencies.

FDA has actively participated in the
ICH for several years to develop
harmonized technical requirements for
the approval of human pharmaceutical
and biological products among the
European Union, Japan, and the United
States. The VICH is a parallel initiative
for veterinary medicinal products. The
VICH is concerned with developing
harmonized technical requirements for
the approval of veterinary medicinal
products in the European Union, Japan,
and the United States, and includes
input from both regulatory and industry
representatives.

The VICH Steering Committee is
composed of member representatives
from the: European Commission;
European Medicines Evaluation Agency;
European Federation of Animal Health;
U.S. FDA; U.S. Department of
Agriculture; Animal Health Institute;
Japanese Veterinary Pharmaceutical
Association; Japanese Association of

Veterinary Biologics; and Japanese
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry, and
Fisheries.

Two observers are eligible to
participate in the VICH Steering
Committee: One representative from the
Government of Australia/New Zealand,
and one representative from the
industry in Australia/New Zealand. The
VICH Secretariat, which coordinates the
preparation of documentation, is
provided by the Confederation
Mondiale de L'Industrie de la Sante
Animale (COMISA). A COMISA
representative also participates in the
VICH Steering Committee meetings.

II. Guidance on Reproduction Studies

The VICH Steering Committee held a
meeting on June 14 through 16, 2000,
and agreed that the draft guidance
entitled ““Safety Studies for Veterinary
Drug Residues in Human Food:
Reproduction Studies” (VICH GL22)
should be made available for public
comment.

This draft guidance is intended to
provide harmonized guidance on the
core recommendation for a
multigeneration study for the safety
evaluation of veterinary drug residues in
human food. The current draft guidance
is one of a series of guidances developed
to facilitate the mutual acceptance of
safety data necessary for the
determination of acceptable daily
intakes for veterinary drug residues in
human food by the relevant regulatory
authorities. The guidance on the overall
strategy for the safety evaluation of
veterinary residues in human food
(VICH Guidance on General Testing
Approach) will be made available at a
later time. VICH GL22 was developed
after consideration of the existing ICH
guidance for pharmaceuticals for human
use on “Detection of Toxicity to
Reproduction for Medicinal Products”
and its addendum, “Toxicity to Male
Fertility,” in conjunction with the
current practices for evaluating
veterinary drug residues in human food
in the European Union, Japan, the
United States, Australia, and New
Zealand. (Information collection is
covered under OMB Control Nos. 0910-
0117 and 0910-0032).

III. Significance of Guidance

This draft guidance is being issued
consistent with FDA’s good guidance
practices (65 FR 56468, September 19,
2000). For example, the documents have
been designated “guidance’ rather than
“guideline.” Because guidance
documents are not binding, unless
specifically supported by statute or
regulation, mandatory words such as
“must,” “shall,” and “will” in the



79374

Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December 19, 2000/ Notices

original VICH documents have been
substituted with “should.” Similarly,
words such as “requirement” or
“acceptable” have been replaced by
“recommendation” or ‘“recommended”
as appropriate to the context.

This draft guidance represents the
agency’s current thinking on
reproduction safety studies for
veterinary drug residues in human food.
This draft guidance does not create or
confer any rights for or on any person
and will not operate to bind FDA or the
public. An alternative method may be
used as long as it satisfies the
requirements of applicable statutes and
regulations. Comments about the draft
guidance documents will be considered
by FDA and the VICH Safety Working
Group. Ultimately, FDA intends to
adopt the VICH Steering Committee’s
final guidances and publish them as
future guidances.

IV. Comments

This draft guidance is being
distributed for comment purposes only
and is not intended for implementation
at this time. Interested persons may
submit to the Dockets Management
Branch (address above) written
comments regarding this draft guidance.
Submit written comments to ensure
adequate consideration in preparation of
the final guidance by February 20, 2001.
Two copies of any comments are to be
submitted, except that individuals may
submit one copy. Comments are to be
identified with the docket number
found in brackets in the heading of this
document. A copy of the draft guidance
and received comments are available for
public examination in the Dockets
Management Branch between 9 a.m. and
4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

Dated: December 7, 2000.

Margaret M. Dotzel,

Associate Commissioner for Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32197 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health/National
Institute of Environmental Health
Sciences

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request; Environmental
Factors in the Development of
Polycystic Ovary Syndrome

SUMMARY: Under the provisions of
section 3507(a)(1)(D) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the National
Institute of Environmental Health
Sciences (NIEHS), the National

Institutes of Health (NIH) has submitted
to the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) a request for review and
approval of the information collection
listed below. This proposed information
collection was previously published in
the Federal Register on September 1,
2000, page 53326 and allowed 60-days
for public comment. No public
comments were received. The purpose
of this notice is to allow an additional
30 days for public comment. The
National Institutes of Health may not
conduct or sponsor, and the respondent
is not required to, an information
collection that has been extended,
revised, or implemented on or after
October 1, 1995, unless it displays a
currently valid OMB control number.

Proposed Collection

Title: Environmental Factors in the
Development of Polycystic Ovary
Syndrome. Type of Information
Collection Request: NEW. Need and Use
of Information Collection: We will
administer a brief telephone survey to
2032 twin women from the Mid-Atlantic
Twin Registry (MATR) who previously
reported having irregular periods and/or
cystic ovaries on a MATR General
Health History Survey. Question in the
proposed survey focus on the two
hallmark features of Polycystic Ovary
Syndrome (PCOS), hyperandrogenism
and anovulation, other relevant physical
characteristics, and if the woman has a
living female twin sister. Women will
also be asked for permission to recontact
them for potential participation in
future PCOS studies. The data will be
used in statistical modeling analyses to
identify those women with a high
probability of having PCOS and estimate
the number of potential candidates for
future PCOS studies. Frequency of
Response: One time. Affected Public:
Individuals; Type of Respondents: Adult
women. The annual reporting burden is
as follows: Estimated Number of
Respondents: 2,100; Estimated Number
of Responses per Respondent: 1;
Average Burden Hours Per Response:
0.167; and Estimated Total Annual
Burden Hours Requested: 350.7. The
annualized cost to respondents is
estimated at: $3,507.00. There are no
Capital Costs to report. There are no
Operating or Maintenance Costs to
report.

Request for Comments

Written comments and/or suggestions
from the public and affected agencies
are invited on one or more of the
following points: (1) Whether the
proposed collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the function of the agency, including

whether the information will have
practical utility; (2) The accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (3)
Ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) Ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
the use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Direct Comments to OMB

Written comment and/or suggestions

regarding the item(s) contained in this
notice, especially regarding the
estimated public burden and associated
response time, should be directed to the:
Office of Management and Budget,
Office of Regulatory Affairs, New
Executive Office Building, Room 10235,
Washington, DC. 20503, Attention: Desk
Officer for NIH. To request more
information on the proposed project or
to obtain a copy of the data collection
plans and instruments, contact Dr.
Patricia C. Chulada, Clinical Research
Scientist, Clinical Research Office,
NIEHS, P.O. Box 12233, Research
Triangle Park, NC 27709 or call non-toll-
free number (919) 541-7736 or E-mail
your request, including your address to:
chulada@niehs.nih.gov.
DATES: Comments Due Date: Comments
regarding this information collection are
best assured of having their full effect if
received on or before January 18, 2001.

Dated: December 7, 2000.

Francine Little,

Associate Director for Management, NIEHS.
[FR Doc. 00-32221 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request; The Family Health
Study (Validation of a Family History of
Cancer Questionnaire for Risk Factor
Surveillance)

SUMMARY: Under the provisions of
Section 3507(a)(1)(D) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the National
Cancer Institute (NCI), the National
Institutes of Health (NIH) has submitted
to the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) a request to review and approve
the information collection listed below.
This proposed information collection
was previously published in the Federal
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Register on June 7, 2000, page 36149—
36159 and allowed 60 days for public
comment. No public comments were
received. The purpose of this notice is
to allow an additional 30 days for public
comment. The National Institutes of
Health may not conduct or sponsor, and
the respondent is not required to
respond to, an information collection
that has been extended, revised, or
implemented on or after October 1,
1995, unless it displays a currently valid
OMB control number.

Proposed Collection

Title: The Family Health Study
(Validation of a Family History of
Cancer Questionnaire for Risk Factor
Surveillance).

Type of Information Collection
Request: NEW.

Need and Use of Information
Collection: In this methodologic pilot
study, the NCI will develop a family
history of cancer questionnaire for use
in cancer risk factor surveillance, and
will evaluate how accurately

individuals in the general population
can report major cancers occurring in
their immediate and extended family.
This study is needed because there are
currently no validated questionnaires
with which to collect comprehensive
data for assessing the burden of family
history of cancer in the U.S. population,
and no general population estimates of
reporting error for the major cancers that
affect families. The results on reporting
accuracy will be used to determine
whether the quality of data is sufficient
to justify conducting a comprehensive
national prevalence study of family
history of cancer. The questionnaire will
be administered in a telephone survey
of adults, age 25 to 64 years who will
be randomly selected from households
in Connecticut. Respondents will be
asked to report about family structure
and cancer diagnoses occurring in their
first and second degree relatives.
Positive and negative reports of five
major cancer sites (i.e breast, prostate,
colorectal, lung, and ovarian cancers)
will be validated for approximately

three relatives per respondent through
data linkage to state and federal health
registries or by review of death
certificates and medical records. Living
relatives and next-of-kin of deceased
relatives may be interviewed as part of
the validation process. Information
about the accuracy of reports and factors
associated with reporting error will help
to evaluate the feasibility of conducting
surveys on family history of cancer.

Frequency of Response: One-time
study.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Type of Respondent: Adults, age 25 to
64, who reside in the state of
Connecticut and their selected adult
relatives over age 25 or the relative’s
next-of-kin. The annual reporting
burden is presented in the table below.
The annualized cost to respondents is
estimated at $18,671. There are no
capital costs to report. There are no
Operating or Maintenance Costs to
report.

Type of respondents

Estimated No.

Estimated No.
of responses

Average bur-
den hours per

Estimated total
annual burden

of respondents per hours
respondent response requested
Respondents, age 25 10 B4 .....ccceoieiiiiiiiieiee e 1800 1 0.6179 1112
Adult relatives of respondents or their next-of-kin 5190 0.67 0.2171 755
TOLAD .ottt e e nnes | eenereeseesneenieees | eenieeenee s eneenns | eeseesaee e 1867

Request for Comments

Written comments and/or suggestions
from the public and affected agencies
are invited on one or more of the
following points: (1) Whether the
proposed collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the function of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (2) The accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information,
including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (3)
Ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) Ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
the use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Direct Comments to OMB

Written comments and/or suggestions
regarding the items(s) contained in this
notice, especially regarding the
estimated public burden and associated
response time, should be directed to the:
Office of Management and Budget,

Office of Regulatory Affairs, New
Executive Office Building, Room 10235,
Washington, DC 20503, Attention: Desk
Officer for NIH. To request more
information on the proposed project or
to obtain a copy of the data collection
plans and instruments, contact: Dr.
Louise Wideroff, Project Officer,
Applied Research Program, National
Cancer Institutes, 6130 Executive Blvd,
EPN 4010, Bethesda, MD 20892, or call
non-toll-free number (301) 435-6823 or
E-mail your request, including your
address to wideroff@nih.gov.

COMMENTS DUE DATE: Comments
regarding this information collection are
best assured of having their full effect if
received before January 18, 2001.

Dated: December 7, 2000.
Reesa Nichols,
NCI Project Clearance Liaison.
[FR Doc. 00-32234 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Eye Institute; Notice of
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of a meeting of the
National Advisory Eye Council.

The meeting will be open to the
public as indicated below, with
attendance limited to space available.
Individuals who plan to attend and
need special assistance, such as sign
language interpretation or other
reasonable accommodations, should
notify the Contact Person listed below
in advance of the meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
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applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Advisory
Eye Council.

Date: February 8, 2001.

Open: 8:30 am to 11:30 am.

Agenda: Following opening remarks by the
Acting Director, NEI, there will be
presentations by the staff of the Institute and
discussions concerning Institute programs
and policies.

Place: 6120 Executive Blvd., EPN
Conference Room G, Rockville, MD 20852.

Closed: 11:30 am to 5:00 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: 6120 Executive Blvd., EPN
Conference Room G, Rockville, MD 20852.

Contact Person: Lois DeNinno, National
Eye Institute, Executive Plaza South, Suite
350, 6120 Executive Blvd., MSC 7167,
Bethesda, MD 20892, 301-496-9110.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.867, Vision Research,
National Institutes of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 11, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32227 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute; Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of a meeting of the
National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Advisory Council.

The meeting will be open to the
public as indicated below, with
attendance limited to space available.
Individuals who plan to attend and
need special assistance, such as sign
language interpretation or other
reasonable accommodations, should
notify the Contact Person listed below
in advance of the meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications
and/or contract proposals and the
discussions could disclose confidential
trade secrets or commercial property
such as patentable material, and
personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications and/or contract proposals,
the disclosure of which would

constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Heart, Lung,
and Blood Advisory Council.

Date: February 1-2, 2001.

Open: February 1, 2001, 8:30 am to 2:00
pm.
Agenda: For discussion of program policies
and issues.

Place: National Institutes of Health, 9000
Rockville Pike, Building 31, Conference
Room 10, Bethesda, MD 20892.

Closed: February 1, 2001, 2:00 pm to
Adjournment.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health, 9000
Rockville Pike, Building 31, Conference
Room 10, Bethesda, MD 20892.

Contact Person: Robert Carlsen, Director,
Division of Extramural Affairs, Nat. Heart,
Lung, and Blood Institute, NIH, Two
Rockledge Center, Room 7100, 6701
Rockledge Drive, Bethesda, MD 20892, 301/
435-0260.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.233, National Center for
Sleep Disorders Research; 93.837, Heart and
Vascular Diseases Research; 93.838, Lung
Diseases Research; 93.839, Blood Diseases
and Resources Research, National Institutes
of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 11, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32226 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute; Notice of Closed Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Heart, Lung,
and Blood Institute Special Emphasis Panel
(PA-00-004) Mentored Pat.-Oriented Res.
Career Development Award, (PA—00-005)
Midcareer Investigator Award in Pat.-

Oriented Res., (PA-99-087) Mentored
Quantative Res. Career Development Award.

Date: January 11-12, 2001.

Time: 7:00 pm to 5:00 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Mariott Wardman Park Hotel, 2660
Woodley Road N.W., Washington, DC 20008.

Contact Person: Diane M. Reid, MD,
Review Branch, Room 7182, Division of
Extramural Affairs, National Heart, Lung, and
Blood Institute, National Institutes of Health,
Bethesda, MD 20892.
(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.233, National Center for
Sleep Disorders Research; 93.837, Heart and
Vascular Diseases Research; 93.838, Lung
Diseases Research; 93.839, Blood Diseases
and Resources Research, National Institutes
of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 8, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32229 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Heart, Lung and Blood
Institute; Notice of Closed Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Heart, Lung,
and Blood Institute Special Emphasis Panel,
SCOR in Pathobiology of Fibrotic Lung
Disease.

Date: January 11-12, 2001.

Time: 7:00 pm to 5:00 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Holiday Inn Chevy Chase, Palladian
East Room, 5520 Wisconsin Ave., Chevy
Chase, MD 20815.

Contract Person: Robert B Moore, PhD,
Scientific Review Administrator, Review
Branch, Room 7192, Division of Extramural
Affairs, National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute, National Institutes of Health,
Bethesda, MD 20892, 301/435-3541.
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(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.233, National Center for
Sleep Disorders Research; 93.837, Heart and
Vascular Diseases Research; 93.838, Lung
Diseases Research; 93.839, Blood Diseases
and Resources Research, National Institutes
of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 8, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32230 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Human Genome Research
Institute; Notice of Closed Meetings

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meetings.

The meetings will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: Center for Inherited
Disease Research Access Committee.

Date: January 8-9, 2001.

Open: January 8, 2001, 7 pm to 10 pm.

Agenda: To discuss matters of program
relevance.

Place: The Westin Grand Hotel, 2350 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036.

Closed: January 9, 2001, 8:30 am to 3 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: The Westin Grand Hotel, 2350 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20037.

Contact Person: Jerry Roberts, PhD,
Scientific Review Administrator, Office of
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, Building 38A, Bethesda, MD 20892,
301 402-0838.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

Name of Committee: Center for Inherited
Disease Research Access Committee.

Date: January 9, 2001.

Time: 3 pm to 5 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Westin Grand Hotel, 2350 M Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20037-1417.

Contact Person: Rudy O. Pozzatti,
Scientific Review Administrator, Office of
Scientific Review, National Human Genome
Research Institute, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, MD 20892, 301 402—-0838.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance

Program Nos. 93.172, Human Genome

Research, National Institutes of Health, HHS)
Dated: December 11, 2000.

LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32228 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institutes of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases Special
Emphasis Panel.

Date: February 8-9, 2001.

Time: 8:00 am to 5:00 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Holiday Inn Downtown DC, 1155
14th Street, NW., Washington, DC 20005.

Contact Person: Nasrin Nabavi, PhD,
Scientific Review Administrator, Scientific
Review Program, Division of Extramural
Activities, NIAID, NIH, Room 2217, 6700B
Rockledge Drive, MSC 7610, Bethesda, MD
20892-7610, 301 496—-2550.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.855, Allergy, Immunology,
and Transplantation Research; 93.856,
Microbiology and Infectious Diseases
Research, National Institutes of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 11, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32222 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute on Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders;
Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of a meeting of the
National Deafness and Other
Communication Disorders Advisory
Council.

The meeting will be open to the
public as indicated below, with
attendance limited to space available.
Individuals who plan to attend and
need special assistance, such as sign
language interpretation or other
reasonable accommodations, should
notify the Contact Person listed below
in advance of the meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders Advisory
Council.

Date: January 26, 2001.

Open: 8:30 am to 12:30 pm.

Agenda: Staff reports on divisional,
programmatic and special activities.

Place: National Institutes of Health, 9000
Rockville Pike, Conference Room 10,
Building 31C, Bethesda, MD 20892.

Closed: 12:30 pm to adjournment.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: National Institutes of Health, 9000
Rockville Pike, Conference Room 10,
Building 31C, Bethesda, MD 20892.

Contact Person: Craig A. Jordan, PhD,
Chief, Scientific Review Branch, NIH/
NIDCD/DER, Executive Plaza South, Room
400C, Bethesda, MD 20892-7180, 301—-496—
8683.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.173, Biological Research
Related to Deafness and Communicative
Disorders, National Institutes of Health, HHS)
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Dated: December 11, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,
Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.
[FR Doc. 00-32223 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute of Neurological
Disorders and Stroke; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The contract proposals and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the contract
proposals, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute of
Neurological Disorders and Stroke Special
Emphasis Panel.

Date: January 16, 2001.

Time: 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate contract
proposals.

Place: Neuroscience Center, National
Institutes of Health, 6001 Executive Blvd.,
Bethesda, MD 20892, (Telephone Conference
Call).

Contact Person: Phillip F. Wiethorn,
Scientific Review Administrator, Scientific
Review Branch, NINDS/NIH/DHHS,
Neuroscience Center, 6001 Executive Blvd,
Suite 3208, MSC 9529, Bethesda, MD 20892—
9529, 301-496-9223.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.853, Clinical Research
Related to Neurological Disorders; 93.854,
Biological Basis Research in the
Neurosciences, National Institutes of Health,
HHS)

Dated: December 11, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32224 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute of Neurological
Disorders and Stroke; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute of
Neurological Disorders and Stroke Special
Emphasis Panel.

Date: January 10, 2001.

Time: 10:00 am to 12:00 pm.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Neuroscience Center, National
Institutes of Health, 6001 Executive Blvd.,
Bethesda, MD 20892, (Telephone Conference
Call).

Contact Person: Phillip F. Wiethorn,
Scientific Review Administrator, Scientific
Review Branch, NINDS/NIH/DHHS,
Neuroscience Center, 6001 Executive Blvd.,
Suite 3208, MSC 9529, Bethesda, MD 20892—
9529, 301-496-9223.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.853, Clinical Research
Related to Neurological Disorders; 93.854,
Biological Basis Research in the
Neurosciences, National Institutes of Health,
HHS)

Dated: December 11, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32225 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute on Drug Abuse;
Notice of Closed Meetings

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meetings.

The meetings will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The contract proposals and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the contract
proposals, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute on
Drug Abuse Special Emphasis Panel
“Technical and Logistical Support Assistance
to the OSP”".

Date: December 13, 2000.

Time: 9:30 AM to 5:00 PM.

Agenda: To review and evaluate contract
proposals.

Place: Gaithersburg Marriott
Washingtonian Center, 9751 Washingtonian
Boulevard, Gaithersburg, MD 20878.

Contact Person: Lyle Furr, Contract Review
Specialist, Office of Extramural Affairs,
National Institute on Drug Abuse, National
Institutes of Health, DHHS, 6001 Executive
Boulevard, Room 3158, MSC 9547, Bethesda,
MD 20892-9547, (301) 435-1439.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

Name of Committee: National Institute on
Drug Abuse Special Emphasis Panel
“Instrument Development for Assessing
Community Factors that Affect Drug Use
Consequences”.

Date: December 19, 2000.

Time: 9:30 AM to 5:00 PM.

Agenda: To review and evaluate contract
proposals.

Place: Double Tree Hotel, 1750 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, MD 20852.

Contact Person: Lyle Furr, Contract Review
Specialist, Office of Extramural Affairs,
National Institute on Drug Abuse, National
Institutes of Health, DHHS, 6001 Executive
Boulevard, Room 3158, MSC 9547, Bethesda,
MD 20892-9547, (301) 435-1439.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.277, Drug Abuse Scientist
Development Award for Clinicians, Scientist
Development Awards, and Research Scientist
Awards; 93.278, Drug Abuse National
Research Service Awards for Research
Training; 93.279, Drug Abuse Research
Programs, National Institutes of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 8, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32231 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December 19, 2000/ Notices

79379

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute of Neurological
Disorders and Stroke; Notice of Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meeting.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: National Institute of
Neurological Disorders and Stroke Special
Emphasis Panel.

Date: December 11, 2000.

Time: 2 p.m. to 5 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: Neuroscience Center, National
Institutes of Health, 6001 Executive Blvd.,
Bethesda, MD 20892, (Telephone Conference
Call).

Contact Person: Raul A. Saavedra, PhD.,
Scientific Review Administrator, Scientific
Review Branch, Division of Extramural
Research, NINDS/NIH/DHHS, Neuroscience
Center, 6001 Executive Blvd., Suite 3208,
MSC 9529, Bethesda, MD 20892-9529, 301—
496-9223.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.853, Clinical Research
Related to Neurological Disorders; 93.854,
Biological Basis Research in the
Neurosciences, National Institutes of Health,
HHS)

Dated: December 8, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32232 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Center for Scientific Review; Notice of
Closed Meetings

Pursuant to section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended (5 U.S.C. Appendix 2), notice
is hereby given of the following
meetings.

The meetings will be closed to the
public in accordance with the
provisions set forth in sections
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), Title 5 U.S.C.,
as amended. The grant applications and
the discussions could disclose
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the grant
applications, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel.

Date: December 15, 2000.

Time: 1:00 PM to 2:00 PM.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: NIH, Rockledge 2, Bethesda, MD
20892, (Telephone Conference Call).

Contact Person: Michael Micklin, Phd,
Scientific Review Administrator, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 3178,
MSC 7848, Bethesda, MD 20892, (301) 435—
1258, micklinm@crs.nih.gov.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel.

Date: December 18, 2000.

Time: 1:00 PM to 2:00 PM.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: NIH, Rockledge 2, Bethesda, MD
20892, (Telephone Conference Call).

Contact Person: Thomas A. Tatham, Phd,
Scientific Review Administrator, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of
Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 3188,
MSC 7848, Bethesda, MD 20892, (301) 435—
0692, tathamt@csr.nih.gov.
This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

Name of Committee: Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel.

Date: December 19, 2000.

Time: 12:00 PM to 1:00 PM.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Place: NIH, Rockledge 2, Bethesda, MD
20892, (Telephone Conference Call).

Contact Person: Daniel R. Kenshalo, Phd,
Scientific Review Administrator, Center for
Scientific Review, National Institutes of

Health, 6701 Rockledge Drive, Room 5176,
MSC 7844, Bethesda, MD 20892, (301) 435—
1255.

This notice is being published less than 15
days prior to the meeting due to the timing
limitations imposed by the review and
funding cycle.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.306, Comparative Medicine,
93.306; 93.333, Clinical Research, 93.333,
93.337, 93.393-93.396, 93.837-93.844,
93.846-93.878, 93.892, 93.893, National
Institutes of Health, HHS)

Dated: December 8, 2000.
LaVerne Y. Stringfield,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 00-32233 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-4563—-N-19]

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection for Public Comment;
Admission to, and Occupancy of,
Public Housing; Part 960

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Public and Indian
Housing, HUD.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The proposed information
collection requirement described below
will be submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review, as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act. The Department is
soliciting public comments on the
subject proposal.

DATES: Comments Due Date: February
20, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit comments regarding
this proposal. Comments should refer to
the proposal by name and/or OMB
Control number and should be sent to:
Mildred M. Hamman, Reports Liaison
Officer, Public and Indian Housing,
Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 451 7th Street, SW.,
Room 4238, Washington, DC 20410-
5000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mildred M. Hamman, (202) 708-3642,
extension 4128, for copies of the
proposed forms and other available
documents. (This is not a toll-free
number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department will submit the proposed
information collection to OMB for
review, as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35, as amended).
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This Notice is soliciting comments
from members of the public and affected
agencies concerning the proposed
collection of information to: (1) Evaluate
whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(2) evaluate the accuracy of the agency’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information; (3) enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (4)
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on those who are to
respond, including through the use of
appropriate automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology; e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

This notice also lists the following
information:

Title of Proposal: Admission To, and
Occupancy of, Public Housing:
Admission and Tenant Selection
Policies, Verification, Notification,
Preference, Waiting List, Exemption of
Police Officers.

OMB Control Number: 2577-0220.

Description of the need for the
information and proposed use: Statute
requires HUD to ensure the low-income
character of public housing projects and
to assure sound management practices
will be followed in the operation of the
project. Public Housing Agencies
(PHAS) entered into an Annual
Contribution Contract (ACC) with HUD
to assist low-income tenants. HUD
regulations, Part 960, provide policies
and procedures for PHAs to administer
the low-income public housing program
for admission and occupancy. PHAs
must develop and keep on file
admission and occupancy policies
including the plan for eligibility of
police officers which is approved by
HUD. PHA compliance will support the
statute; HUD can ensure that the low-
income character of the project and that
sound management practices will be
followed.

Agency form number: None.

Members of affected public: State,
Local government; Resident
Organizations.

Estimation of the total number of
hours needed to prepare the information
collection including number of
respondents, frequency of response, and
hours of response: 3,300 respondents, 1
response per respondent, 3,300 total
responses, 344,800 (3.300x10.4 hours)
total burden hours.

Status of the proposed information
collection: Reinstatement, without
change.

Authority: Section 3506 of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35,
as amended.

Dated: December 12, 2000.

Milan Ozdinec,

Acting General Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Public and Indian Housing.

[FR Doc. 00-32219 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-33-M

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-4563-N-20]

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection for Public Comment for the
Public Housing Development and
Mixed-Finance Development of Units;
Proposal, Financial Feasibility, Site
Information, Turnkey Method,
Evidentiary Materials

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Public and Indian
Housing, HUD.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The proposed information
collection requirement described below
will be submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review, as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act. The Department is
soliciting public comments on the
subject proposal.

DATES: Comments Due Date: February
20, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit comments regarding
this proposal. Comments should refer to
the proposal by name and/or OMB
Control number and should be sent to:
Mildred M. Hamman, Reports Liaison
Officer, Public and Indian Housing,
Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 451 7th Street, SW.,
Room 4238, Washington, DC 20410-
5000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mildred M. Hamman, (202) 708—3642,
extension 4128, for copies of the
proposed forms and other available
documents. (This is not a toll-free
number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department will submit the proposed
information collection to OMB for
review, as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35, as amended).

This Notice is soliciting comments
from members of the public and affected
agencies concerning the proposed
collection of information to: (1) Evaluate
whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper

performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(2) evaluate the accuracy of the agency’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information; (3) enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (4)
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on those who are to
respond, including through the use of
appropriate automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology; e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

This Notice also lists the following
information:

Title of Proposal: Public Housing
Development and Mixed-Finance
Development of Units; Proposal,
Financial Feasibility, Site Information,
Turnkey Method, Evidentiary Materials.

OMB Control Number: 2577-0033.

Description of the need for the
information and proposed use: Public
Housing Agencies (PHAs) must provide
information to HUD before a proposal
can be approved for development or
mixed-finance development. The
information on HUD-prescribed forms
provides HUD with sufficient
information to enable a determination
that funds should or should not be
reserved or a contractural commitment
made. For mixed-finance development,
HUD must ensure that the Federal
investment of funds in a public housing
project is secure and that proposed
public housing units are made available
only to eligible low-income families.
This information collection is necessary
for HUD to conduct a subsidy layering
analysis pursuant to Section 102(d) of
the HUD Reform Act of 1989.

Agency form number: HUD-52483-A,
HUD-52482, HUD-51971-1, HUD-
51971-1I, HUD-52651-A, HUD-52485.

Members of affected public: State or
Local Government.

Estimation of the total number of
hours needed to prepare the information
collection including number of
respondents, frequency of response, and
hours of response: 334 respondents,
annually, 23 hours average per
response; total annual reporting burden
7,595 hours.

Status of the proposed information
collection: Extension, without change.

Authority: Section 3506 of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35,
as amended.

Dated: December 12, 2000.

Milan Ozdinec,

Acting General Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Public and Indian Housing.

BILLING CODE 4210-33-M
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Offer of Sale of U.S. Department of Housing OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (Exp. )
and Urban Development
Real Property Office of Public and Indian Housing

Public reporting burden for this collection ofinformation is estimated to average 1.5 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing
data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate
or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Reports Management Officer, Paperwork Reduction Project
(2577-0033), Office of Information Technology, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C. 20410-3600. This agency may not collect this
information, and you are not required to complete this form, unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.

Do not send this form to the above address.

This collection of information is required for developing a public housing project pursuantto HUD regulations 24 CFR 94l The information will be used to provide HUDwith
sufficient information to enable a determination that funds should or should not be reserved or a contractual commitment made. This infarmation collection is mandated
pursuant to the U.S. Housing Act of 1937, The information requested does not lend itself to confidentiality.

1. In consideration of the sum of $ and
other valuable consideration herein called “option price,” the
receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, the undersigned (herein-
after called the “seller’’), being the owner of the property de-
scribed below, hereby offers and agrees to sell and convey the
property to the

(hereinafter called the “Public Housing Agency” @HA) or its
assignee or nominee for the sum of $ __

In the event that a Purchase Agreement (form HUD-51971-1I) is
executed but closing cannot be consummated for the reasons stated
in paragraph 3 or 5 of the Purchase Agreement, the seller hereby
agrees that the option price or portion thereof shall be returned to
the PHA as provided in the Purchase Agreement.

2. The property is located in (city or town and county)

in the State of
and the property is described as follows (include street address or
other specific location, attach list of any renter occupants by
name, address, and number of persons in household, and
identify any exceptions to the offer):

3. This otfer shall be irrevocable for a period of days
(insert at least 90 days) from the date hereof and shall remain
inforce thereafter until terminated by the seller by giving 30 days
prior written notice to the PHA of such termination. Until the offer
is terminated, the PHA or its designee shall have the right to
entersaid property for the purpose of appraisal, survey and inspection.

4. The PHA shall evidence acceptance of this offer by executing at
least three copies of form HUD-51971-11, Purchase Agreement, a
copy of which is attached as an exhibit, and by mailing at least two
executed copies to the seller at the address specified below so that
the seller may execute both copies and return one to the PHA.

5. Upon closing, the seller shall: (a) convey (subject to any excep-
tions specifically set forth in paragraph 2 hereof and liens for
current taxes and assessments) to the PHA or its designee or
nominee by general warranty deed a good and marketable fee-
simple title thereto, together with all improvements, heredita-
ments, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, free and clear of all
liens, easements, restrictions, delinquent taxes and assessments,
leases and encumbrances of any kind, existing or inchoate, with
proper release of dower, curtsy, and waiver of homestead rights, if
any, together with all of the seller's rights, title, and interest in and
to any streets or alleys adjoining or abutting thereon; (b) provide
documentary evidence that the zoning permits the PHA's proposed
use of the property; and (c) deliver possession to the PHA which
shall be responsible for relocation of any renter occupants in
accordance with the provisions of the Uniform Relocation Assis-
tance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as
amended (URA).

6. Lossor damage to the property by any cause shall be at the risk of
the seller until title has been conveyed to the PHA.

7. The seller agrees, so long as this offer remains in effect, not to sell,
mortgage, encumbet, or otherwise dispose of the property or any
part thereof, or interest therein, except to the PHA.

8. This offer is made voluntarily. The PHA will not use its power of
eminent domain to acquire this property if the seller and the PHA
are unable to reach an amicable agreement as to the purchase price.
The PHA will inform the seller of the amount it believes is the fair
market value of the property. If thatamount isless than the proposed
sale price in paragraph 1 of this Offer of Sale,the seller may
withdraw the offer and return the option price to the PHA. The seller
understands that the seller is not and will not be eligible to receive
relocation assistance under the URA implementing regulations at
49 CFR Part 24, or HUD program regulations. This offer shall be
binding upon the seller and the seller’sheirs, executors, administra-
tors, successors, and assignees.

Witness Seller
Date
,19
Witness Address

Supersedes HUD-51971 (1/81)

form HUD-51971-1 (2/93)

Page 1 of 1 ref Handbook 7417.1
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Purchase Agreement U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development

Office of Public and Indian Housing

OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (/ ]

Public Reporting Burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1.50 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing
data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and revieswing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate
or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Reports Management Officer, Office of Information Policies
and Systems, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C. 20410-3800 and to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction
Project (2577-0083), Washington, D.C. 20503. Do not send this completed form to either of the above addressees.

1. The
(hereinafter called the “Public Housing Agency” (PHA) agrees
topurchase,and
(hereinafter called the “seller”) agrees to sell, the property
described in paragraph 2 of the attached Offer of Sale of Real
Property (form HUD-51971-1, executed by the seller on
- (date)(hereinafter called the “Offer of Sale”),
for the sum of $ . The Department of
Housing and Urban Development (hereafter called “HUD”) has,
on the basis of its appraisal, determined the fair market value of
thepropertytobe $ . (If the fair market
value of the property is greater than the price specified in
paragraph 1 of the Offer of Sale, the seller may withdraw its offer
of sale. If the seller withdraws the offer of sale, the option price
shall be returned to the PHA). The Purchase Agreement incor-
porates all conditions stated in the Offer of Sale.

2. The PHA shall specity the place and time of closing, which shall
not be more than 90 days after the date of seller's execution of this
Purchase Agreement or such later date as may be acceptable to
seller; however, if additional time is needed for required zoning
changes, the closing date shall be extended for an additional 90
days or such additional time as may be acceptable to seller.

3. Upon closing, the seller shall deliver title to the property in
compliance with paragraph 5 of the Offer of Sale. If there are
defects in the title which can be remedied by legal action within
areasonable time as agreed to by the seller and the PHA, the seller
shall take such action promptly at the seller'sown expense and the
date for closing shall be extended for such period of time. If there
be defects in title which cannot be or arenot remedied within such
time, this Purchase Agreement shall be terminated, the seller
shall return the option price to the PHA and both parties shall be
released from all liability for damagesby reason of any defect in title.

4. Prior to closing, the site must be determined to meet the require-
ments of HUD. The seller grants permission to the PHA or its
designee to enter said property for the purpose of conducting the
following studies or tests which must be completed to make the
determination, prior to closing, that the property meets HUD
requirements:

5. In the event that title is in compliance with paragraph 5 of the
Offer of Sale, but closing cannot be consummated because the
studies or tests result in a determination that the site doesnot meet
HUD requirements, or any required zoning changes have not
been obtained, one-half of the option price as provided in
paragraph 1 of the Offer of Sale shall be returned to the PHA.

6. All expenses of examination of title, transfer tax, and of prepa-
ration and recording the Deed shall be paid by the PHA. Payment
of the above-stated purchase price shall be made upon transfer of
title to the PHA.

7. Current taxes shall be prorated as of the time of closing. Any
outstanding special assessments or future installments thereon,
remaining unpaid against the property shall be paid in full at time
of closing by the seller.

Certification: We hereby certify that to the best of our knowledge and belief no member, officer, or employee of the PHA, no official of the locality
(city, county, etc.) and no member of the locality's governing body has any interest, direct or indirect, in this Purchase Agreement or in any proceeds

or benefits arising therefrom.

I hereby certify that all the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate.
Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31 U.S.C. 3729, 3802)

PHA Execution Seller Execution
Signature | Date Signature i Date
|
Title of PHA Official Title
PHA Address Address
Witness Witness
Notary Notary
Supersedes HUD-51971 (1/81) Page 1 of 2 form HUD-51971-li (2/93)
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Form HUD-51971-l, Offer of Sale of Real Property
Form HUD-51971-ll, Purchase Agreement

1.

Purpose: A Public Housing Agency (PHA) is responsible for
selecting a site or property for its proposed public housing project
under the conventional and acquisition methods. As stated in the
form HUD-51971-1, Offer of Sale of Real Property (Offer of
Sale), the offer is voluntary and the PHA will not use its power
of eminent domain to acquire the property if the seller and the
PHA areunable toreach an amicable agreement on the purchase
price. Paragraph 1 of the Purchase Agreement indicates the
amount HUD believes is the fair market value of the property. As
aconsequence of these disclosures, the purchase is not subject to
any of the policies of Title III (Uniform Real Property Policy) of
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi-
tion Policies Act of 1970, asamended (URA) and the seller isnot
eligible for relocation assistance. Renter-occupants of the prop-
erty are, however, eligible for relocation assistance under Title
1I (Uniform Relocation Assistance) of the URA. All documen-
tation evidencing the voluntary nature of the transaction, e.g.,
invitation, newspaper and other listings, etc., must be retained
by the PHA. The form HUD-51971-1I, Purchase Agreement, is
to be used by the PHA to indicate the amount which the PHA is
authorized to pay to purchase the site or property and to identify
any studies or tests required to determine if the site or property
meets HUD requirements.

Prepared By: The form HUD-51971-1, Offer of Sale, is com-
pleted by a prospective seller. The form HUD-51971-11, Pur-
chase Agreement, is prepared by the PHA and executed by both
the PHA and the seller. Adaptationsrequired by state or local law
may bemade toforms HUD-51971-Iand HUD-51971-I1 with the
approval of the HUD Office Counsel.

Number: At least three executed copies of the form HUD-
51971-1, Offer of Sale, and form HUD-51971-1I, Purchase
Agreement.

Distribution: As an attachment toits PHA proposal, a PHA shall
submit one copy of the form HUD-51971-I to the HUD Office for
each site or property comprising a public housing project to be
developed under the conventional or the acquisition methods.
One copy of the forms HUD-51971-1 and 51971-1I shall be an
attachment to the PHA's submission of the site acquisition
documents. If there are renter occupants on the site, and if delays
in closing beyond 30 days of PHA execution of the Purchase
Agreement are anticipated (due to zoning changes, site studies,
HUD Office approvals, etc.), the PHA should submit, with its
PHA Proposal, a request for HUD Office approval of an appro-
priate specified extension of time for providing the required
relocation notices.

5. PHA Instructions Concerning Preparation:

A. Form HUD-51971-1, Offer of Sale of Real Property

Paragraph 1. In the first space state the dollar amount of the
consideration. In the second space state the legal name of the
PHA. In the third space state the seller's asking price for the
property described in paragraph 2.

Paragraph 2. In the first space identify the city or town and
county or equivalent political subdivision in which the property
is located. In the second space identify the State (or equivalent)
in which the property is located. Describe the property in the
large space, beginning with the street address or other specific
location. Also in this space identify any exceptions to the offer
and list any renter occupants by name, address, and number of
persons in the household. Use a continuation page if required.

Paragraph 3. Insert a time period of at least 90 days taking into
consideration time necessary for any anticipated special require-
ments such as site studies or zoning changes.

Signature Area. Theseller's signature and typed name, date and
address should beincluded in this area with the signatures of two
witnesses who have seen the seller sign. Space is also provided
for notarization or acknowledgement if required by local law.

. Form HUD-51971-11, Purchase Agreement

Paragraph 1. In the first space state the legal name of the PHA.
In the second space state the name of the seller. In the third space
state the date the seller signed the Offer of Sale (form HUD-
51971-1) and attach a copy of the Offer of Sale to the Purchase
Agreement. In the fourth space insert the amount authorized by
the HUD Office as the purchase price. In the fifth space indicate
the amount determined to be the fair market value of the property
by HUD. If the proposed sale price in paragraph 1 of the Offer
of Sale of Real Property (HUD-51971-1) is less than the HUD
determined fair market value, the seller may withdraw the Offer
of Sale and return the option price to the PHA.

Paragraph 4. In the space provided identify any studies or tests
required to be completed prior to closing to make the determi-
nation that the property meets HUD requirements.

Paragraph 7. The second provision, that the seller pay any out-
standing assessments, is based on the assumption that the value
of any improvements for which the assessment is made has been
included in the HUD-approved purchase price of the property.

Signature Area. The firstsignatureis that of the authorized PHA
official and signifies the PHA's acceptance of the seller's offer, with
or without changes in the price and with or without the specified
studies or tests. The second signature is that of the seller and
confirms that there is an agreement. Both signatures attest to the
certification immediately preceding the signature area. The
signatures of two witnesses are required for each party to the
agreement and spaces are provided for any locally required
notarization or acknowledgement.

Supersedes HUD-51971 (1/81)

Page 2 of 2

form HUD-51971-1l (2/93)
ref Handbook 7417.1
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Guide Form of Turnkey
Developer's Packet

U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development
Office of Public and Indian Housing

OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (Exp. . - . )

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 2 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing
data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate
or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Reports Management Officer, Paperwork Reduction Project
(2577-0033), Office of Information Technology, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C. 20410-3600. This agency may not collect this
information, and you are not required to complete this form, uniess it displays a currently valid OMB control number.

Do not send this form to the above address.

This collection of information is required for developing a public housing project pursuantto HUD regulations 24 CFR 94l. Theinformation will be used to provide HUDwith
sufficient information to enable a determination that funds should or should not be reserved or a contractual commitment made. This information collection is mandated
pursuant to the U.S. Housing Act of I937. The information requested does not lend itself to confidentiality.

1.

Purpose. This form provides a potential turnkey developer with
all the informationnecessary to prepare aturnkey proposal. Italso
provides the format for PHAs to request proposals.

Prepared by: The Request for Proposals and Part I will be
prepared by the PHA. Parts II, 11 and IV may be used as printed.
Some of the forms and other material in Part IV must be obtained
from the HUD field office. Approval must be obtained for any
modifications to the Packetnot previously authorized by the HUD
field office.

Number: The PHA shall prepare sufficient developer's packets
to provide for distribution to all interested developers.

Distribution: The PHA shall provide one copy of the completed
packet to any interested developer. One copy shall be submitted
to HUD along with the PHA proposal.

5.

PHA instructions concerning preparation: The Request for
Proposals (RFP) and Part I, Project Description, are to be
completed by the PHA based upon local preferences or require-
ments. Format sentences are typed in regular type. PHA notes or
instructions are typed in another distinctive style and are not
meant to be included in the final text.

The remaining parts may be used as printed here. Part Il outlines
the general requirements of the program. Part III discusses the
proposal contents. Part IV lists the various forms and documents
which are attachments to this Packet. Copies of these forms may
be obtained from the HUD field office. If quantities are limited,
they may be reproduced locally by the PHA along with this
Packet.

Previous editions are obsolete.

Page 1 of 15

form HUD-52482 (01/22/97)
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Requests for Proposals U.S. Department of Housing OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (Exp. | 3)
and Urban Development

Office of Public and Indian Housing

The will accept proposals for
(PHA Note: Insert Legal Name of PHA)

housing units under the Public Housing Program to be located in

(PHA Note: Insert “Newly Constructed” or “Substantially Rehabilitated™)
, and known as

(PHA Note: Insert Name of Community and State)

(PHA Note: Insert Project Number)

Turnkey proposals may be submitted for not more than units to be provided in
(PHA Note: Insert Total Number of Units)

structures. The following is the

(PHA Note: Insert Structure Type (or Types))
maximum number of units for each size by bedroom count;

No. of Bedrooms Maximum No. of Units
Elderly Family
0 -
1 -
2 - -
3 -
4 -
5 -
6 ; _

(PHA Note: Insert number of each size desired.) Delete inapplicable sizes.

The project will also consist of the following maximum amounts and types of non-dwelling space:

Management Space square feet
Maintenance Space square feet
Community Space square feet

(PHA Note: Insert the maximum amount calculated for each type of space.) If proposals are submitted for less than the total number of units
requested, non-dwelling space will be subject to limitations stated in the Developer's Packet.

h

Turmnkey proposals must be received by o at the

(PHA Note: Insert Time of Deadline and Date of Deadline}
address identified below. Turnkey proposals received after the deadline will be returned to the developer without being considered.

Interested developers should obtain a Turnkey Developer's Packet, which provides detailed project information and submission requirements

from

(PHA Note: Insert Name of PHA Official) {PHA Note: PHA Name and Address)

(PHA Note: PHA Telephone Number)

Previous editions are obsolete. Page 2 of 15 form HUD-52482 (01/22/97)
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Guide Form of Turnkey
Developer's Packet

U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development
Office of Public and Indian Housing

OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (Exp. )

Introduction

The United States Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) is providing financial assistances to this Public Housing
Agency (PHA) to develop a low-income housing project pursuant to
Sections 4 and 5 of the United States Housing Act of 1937. The PHA
has selected the Turnkey method to develop the housing identified in
this Turnkey Developer's Packet (Packet).

Under the Turnkey method, developers submit proposals in response
to a Request for Proposals (RFP) from the PHA. The proposals that
meet the requirements of this Packet are reviewed, rated, and ranked
by the PHA. The highest rated turnkey proposal which represents the
best “total package” is submitted to HUD for approval. After HUD
approval of the turnkey proposal, the developer's architect prepares
the preliminary design and working drawings and the construction
specifications for PHA and HUD approval.

Prior to start of construction of rehabilitation, the PHA and the
developer execute a Contract of Sale under which the PHA agrees to
purchase the completed project from the developer for a specified
price. The developer is fully responsible for all development and
construction activities, such as purchasing sites or properties, com-
pleting all site improvements (including structures), obtaining utility
hook-ups and local building permits and approvals, and obtaining
construction financing. After satisfactory project completion, the
PHA purchases the project from the developer.

The completed project will be owned and managed by this PHA to
provide rental housing for low-income households. The structures,
housing units, and non-dwelling facilities shall be designed to provide
a wholesome living environment. Emphasis shall also be placed on
durable construction, efficiency and economy of maintenance, energy
conservation, and suitable recreation space to enhance a wholesome
living environment, over the thirty-year term of the PHA's permanent
financing for purchase of the project.

In order to be considered by the PHA and HUD, turnkey proposals
must comply with the program and submission requirements identi-
fied in this Packet. Accordingly, interested developers should review
the project description (Part I), the program requirements (PartIT), the
turnkey proposal content (Part III) and the required program docu-
mentsand forms (Part [V), prior to preparing and submitting a turnkey
proposal to the PHA.

Interested developers must submit their turnkey proposals to the PHA
by the deadline date identified in the RFP. Turnkey proposals that are
notreceivedby the deadline, or which are determined to be incomplete
or non-responsive will not be considered by the PHA. Any questions
that youmay have should be directed to the individual identified in the
RFP.

Previous editions are obsolete.

Page 3of 15
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Part I. Project Description

PHA Instructions: This Part shall be completed by the PHA to provide specific details about the proposed project. The PHA shall ensure that
the information and requirements stated in this part comply with the Public Housing Development Regulation (24 CFR 841), The Public Housing
Development Handbook (HB 7417.1 Rev-1), related state and local building requirements, and special regional requirements identified in
accordance with Handbook 7417.1, Chapter 3, par. 3-143 and agreements reached by the PHA and HUD at the project planning conference.

1.

Community. Identify the name of the community for which the housing project is proposed. State whether or not the community is a
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) recipient that has an approved Housing Assistance Plan (HAP).

Site Location. Identify the general locations for assisted housing stated in the HAP, and any local preferences for sites (e.g., CDBG Activities,
Neighborhood Preservation Areas). For communities not covered by a HAP, state any local preferences for sites in areas that are consistent
with the public housing site and neighborhood standards and local planning and housing development activities.

. Housing Type. State whether the proposed housing is to be newly constructed or substantially rehabilitated.

. Housing Units. Identify the number of units for each structure type and household type by number of bedrooms as follows:

Number of Bedrooms

Elderly Family
0 1 2 1 2 3 4 5 6

Elevator

Detached

Semi-Detached

Townhouse/Row

Walk-up Apartment

Total Units

Handicapped Units included in Above™

*Identify the number of units to be designed specifically for use by handicapped individuals.

The number of units identified above shall not vary from the unit distribution identified in the area office invitation for a PHA proposal. In
the case of a project involving Substantial Rehabilitation provide a statement that:

A. The total number of units for elderly and family households are maximum amounts;

B. The number of units by structure type are preferred, but the PHA will consider substitution of less expensive structure type (e.g.,
townhouse/row instead of detached) if appropriate for household type provided that the number of unitsdoes not exceed the totals shown
for a specific number of bedrooms;

C. [Ifthe largerunits (number of bedrooms) are not available, aone-for-one substitution of smaller units will be consistent with the applicable
housing assistance plan; and

D. The PHA will give preference in selecting turnkey proposals to those proposals that most clearly adhere to the proposed distribution.

. Special Building Requirements. State any local preferences or building requirements or limitations. These may include such items as:

Security Systems (access, surveillance, standby power, etc.);

Central TV Antenna System;

Same key for both housing unit door and mail box;

Design requirements to complement neighborhood architecture and standards;

Energy Conservation Requirements;

Air Conditioning Systems;

Building Height Restrictions;

Number of buildings and distribution of unit sizes (number of bedrooms) among buildings; and
Space for child care which meets local standards and codes.

FEZomMmYNwe

Previous editions are obsolete. Page 4 of 16 form HUD-52482 (01/22/97)
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6. Special Site Requirements. State any local preferences or building requirements or limitations. This may include such items as:

A. Preference or requirement for more than one site

B. Limitation on number of units per site by bedroom size

Recreation space and equipment

Reference site and neighborhood standards in Part II, Section 3

Parking Requirements - Number of spaces outside, inside, covered, for handicapped, and parking space per dwelling unit ratio

Accessibility to commercial areas, churches, schools, transportation

Q@ m m g 0

Statement that PHA will not pay for off-site work to bring utilities to site unless it is local practice and developers normally pay costs

of extending utilities for privately owned projects.

7. Prototype Costs. State that costs for dwelling construction and equipment (defined in Part II of this packet) are limited by law to no more
than 10 percent above the published amount for the size and structure type for the area. Indicate the applicable prototype costs for this project
and the date they were published in the Federal Register (a legible photocopy of the appropriate Federal Register page may be used instead
of the following table, if desired).

Bedroom Size

0 1 3 4 5 6
Detached $ $ $ $ $ $ $
Row ‘ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
Walk-up | $ $ $ $ $ $ $
Elevator $ $ $ XXX XXX XXX XXX
Insert a statement that HUD will adjust the prototype cost base for 1. Whether staged construction will be allowed.

10.

the project (using a commercial cost index) to recognize actual
changes (increases or decreases) in construction costs from the
effective date of the unit costs published in the Federal Register.
This is done for comparison purposes only at early stages of
processing. The developer's costs should always reflect current
conditions.

. Utilities. State the utilities preferred for the project. Enclose the

HUD prepared form HUD-51994, Indicate that any other pro-
posed utility combination and heating and cooling systems must
be demonstrated to be the most cost effective on the bland form
HUD-51994,

. Non-Dwelling Space. Thissection should be adetailed statement

of the requirements and limitations for non-dwelling space such
asacommunity rooms*, maintenance and office space and space
for childcare facilities, health care facilities, or congregate dining
facilities, if justified. If there is arequirement for several sites, the
proration or consolidation requirements for the non-dwelling
space must be clearly defined. The PHA may require a separate
proposal for part or all of this space especially for proposals for
less than the total number of units requested.

*Includes recreation or hobby rooms, but not hallways, stairways, mail rooms,
boiler rooms, closets, lobby, or laundry.

Special Project Requirements and Instructions. This section
should include any other information, requirements or instruc-
tions pertaining to this project. Examples of items are:

2. Any dwelling or non-dwelling installed equipment to be
furnished by the PHA and its estimated cost.

11. Proposal Evaluation Criteria. The standard rating procedure is

described in Part IV. If the PHA desires to use the optional
procedure, the additional criteria and the point value to be
assigned shall be described in this section.

12. Proposal Instructions. Provide specific details for submitting

proposals, such as:

A. The deadline time and date for submitting proposals. Propos-
als received after the deadline will not be considered.

B. The official address for submitting proposals.

C. Statement that proposals must be complete. The PHA will
determine if any omission makes the proposal “non-respon-
sive”. A proposal is considered to be “non-responsive” if
critical information is mission or the proposal represents a
major deviation from this packet. In such cases the developer
will be notified, the reason stated, and the proposal will not
be considered by the PHA. In the event of minor omissions,
the PHA may give the developer additional time to submit
the missing information. A minor omission is one which
generally will not atfect any of the proposal evaluation
criteria considerations.

D. Statement that all requirements for Part IT of this packetmust
be considered in developing the project.

Previous editions are obsolete.
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E. Procedures for sealed envelope subinissions. Although pro-
posals will be opened after the deadline, a selection will not
be announced until all proposals have been rated under the
proposal evaluation criteria and HUD approval has been
obtained. A proposalisnotabidand price is only one element
to be considered.

F. Number of copies of proposals required.

G. Reference project number assigned to the project.

Part Il. General Program Requirements

Section 1. General

Introduction. This part explains the general program standards and
policies and the statutory requirements related to the development of
public housing. These requirements are applicable to all turnkey
proposals. Developers are advised to review this part thoroughly to
ensure a complete understanding of their responsibilities. The regula-
tions for this program may be found at 24 CFR 841 and the applicable
HUD Handbook is 7417.1 Rev-1.

1. State and Local Requirements. The developer must comply
with all State and local laws and ordinances relating to the
development of a project. This includes State and local require-
ments relating to employment, obtaining bonds and licenses, and
complying with building codes and zoning requirements.

2. Prevailing Wage Rates, Development related contracts entered
into by the developer provide for the payment of prevailing
wages.

a. Architects and Technicians. All architects, technical engi-
neers, draftsmen and technicians employed in the develop-
ment of the project shall be paid not less than the wages
prevailing in the locality.

4.

b. Laborers and Mechanics. All laborers and mechanics em-
ployed in the development of a project shall be paid not less
than the wage prevailing in the locality, as determined by the
Secretary of Labor pursuant to the Davis-Bacon Act (40
U.S.C. 276).

3. Developer's Price. The turmkey developer's price for the pro-
posed project shall be based on construction costs as of the
deadline date specified in the Request for Proposals. The price in
the proposal shall be subject to the following modification.

a. The price shall be subject to reduction to the extent that the
HUD appraisal indicates a site value less than the proposed
amount for the site and/or to the extent that the proposal
substantially exceeds the HUD estimated replacement cost
for the project. 6

b. The portion of the developer's estimated price for dwelling
construction and equipment may not exceed the project
prototype cost limits by more than 10 percent.

c. At each subsequent processing stage, HUD will adjust the
price to reflect changes (increases or decreases) in construc-
tion costs as identified by a commercial cost index. Any time
lost due to the developer's failure to adhere to schedules set
by HUD or the PHA will not be recognized.

d. At the time the Contract of Sale is executed the maximum
price that can be approved is the lower of:

(1) the revised price submitted by the developer, or
(2) the original proposal price as updated by HUD, or
(3) the project replacement cost identified by HUD.

e. The price to be stated in the Contract of Sale shall also be
adjusted to reflect the developer's actual interest cost for
construction financing.

f. The estimate of all State and local taxes, other than Real
Property taxes and assessment, payable by the developer with
respect to the project shall be included in the total developer's
price and shall be itemized by type, rate and estimated
amount, In the event these taxes are exempt or abated after
execution of the Contract of Sale, the amount applicable shall
be subtracted from the total contract price at settlement.

g. The total developer's price shall not include any amount for
real property taxes and assessment. The amount paid or
payable by the developer as evidenced by the original tax bills
or receipts will be added to the contract price at settlement.

Proposal Evaluation System. Proposals will be selected on the
basis of free and open competition. They will be evaluated
objectively according to the procedures and criteriaset forthin the
Proposal evaluation System which is included in Part I'V of this
Packet and any additional criteria identified in Part 1.

Previous Participation. Developers must successfully complete
HUD Previous Participation clearance before selection is ap-
proved by HUD. Clearance is initiated by the developer furnish-
ing (as part of the turnkey proposal) completed forms HUD-2530
with respect to the developer and other principals. HUD will
review its experience with the developer and the other principals
on the projects listed on the forms. An opportunity will be
afforded the developer or other principals to explain any adverse
information found during the clearance process.

. Contract of Sale. The Contract of Sale, form HUD-53015,

included in Part IV of this packet, will be executed by the PHA
and the selected developer. Both parties should carefully review
the Contract of Sale to ensure an awareness of its requirements.
The turnkey developer must certify (as part of the proposal) that
the developer has read, understands, and will comply with its
provisions.

Insurance Requirements. Any risks and insurance protection
during construction are solely the turnkey developer's responsi-
bility as owner and seller.

Previous editions are obsolete. Page 6 of 15
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Section 2. Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity

Introduction. The fair housing and equal opportunity requirements
stated in this section apply to contractors and turnkey developer
activities during project development. This includes site selection,
award of contracts and sub-contracts, employment of minority and
women-owned business enterprises, and employment practices.

1. Titles VI and VIII and Executive Order 11063. Title VI of the
CivilRights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d) and Executive Order
11063, prohibit discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed
or national origin in Federally assisted programs. Title VIII of the
CivilRights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3601), prohibits discrimina-
tion based onrace, color, religion, sex ornational origin in the sale
or rental of housing.

2. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Actof 1973 (29 U.S.C.794), prohibits discrimina-
tion in Federally assisted programs against any otherwise quali-
fied individual solely by reason of a handicap as defined by the
Secretary of Health and Human Services.

3. Age Discrimination Act of 1975. The Age Discrimination Act
of 1975 prohibits with certain stated exceptions, discrimination
in Federally assisted programs against any otherwise qualified
individual solely on the basis of age.

4. Executive Order 11246, Contracts for construction work are
subject to Executive Order 11246 (30 FR 12319) as amended by
Executive Order 11375 (32 FR 14303), and applicable imple-
menting regulations (24 CFR 130; 41 CFR 60), rules and orders
of HUD and the Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs
of the Department of Labor. Executive Order 11246 prohibits
discrimination and requires affirmative action to ensure that
employee or applicants for employment are treated with regard

to theirrace, color, religion, sex ornational origin. Anaffirmative
action plan pursuant to 24 CFR 135 must be prepared prior to
execution of the Contract of Sale.

. Section 3 of the HUD Act of 1968. Projects under development

are subject to Section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development
Actof 1968 (12 U.S.C. 1701), which requires that, to the greatest
extent feasible, opportunities for training and employment be
given lower income residents of the unit of local government or
the metropolitan area (or nonmetropolitan county), as determined
by the Secretary, in which the project is located; and contracts for
work in connection with a project be awarded to business
concerns which are located in or owned in substantial part by
persons residing in such area.

. Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprise. Executive

Order 11625, Prescribing Additional Arrangements for Develop-
ing and Coordinating a National Program for Minority Business
Enterprise, encourages participation in Federal programs by
business concerns owned by minority group members. Executive
Order 12138, Creating a National Women's Business Enterprise
Policy, encourages participation i Federal programs by business
concerns owned by women. In accordance with these Executive
Orders, program participants (e.g., PHAs, contractors, turnkey
developers) shall take affirmative action to encourage participa-
tion by businesses owned and operated by minority groups and
women. These affirmative actions may include: conducting out-
reach programs to expand opportunities for participation by such
businesses in the public housing program; providing assistance
and guidance to such firms that have demonstrated a desire to
participate inpublichousing developmentactivities; and establishing
goals for such businesses, in terms of the dollar value of contracts.

Section 3. Site and Neighborhood Standards

Introduction. Each site proposed for a public housing project must
comply with the site and neighborhood standards identified in this
section. The PHA and turnkey developer shall make every effort to
select sites that will minimize the number of households to be
displaced for purposes of developing a public housing project. In
addition, proposed sites must comply with all environmental require-
ments and displacement, relocation and acquisition requirements.
These standards should be reviewed by the turnkey developer before
a site is selected and a purchase option is obtained.

1. Section213 of the HCD Actof 1974. Each site must be consistent
with any applicable Housing Assistance Plan (HAP). Sites pro-
posed for newly constructed or rehabilitated projects must be
within the general locations specified in any applicable HAPS.
The community’s HAP is submitted to HUD as part of the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) application. A
community that is not participating in the CDBG programs may
also submit a HAP.

2. Facilities and Services. The developer should select project sites
tomakeuse of existing and proposed public facilities and services
identified in State, local and regional plans. Generally, the
locations identified in HAPs should have adequate public facili-
ties and services available or planned for the immediate future,

a. Access and Utilities. Sites must be accessible to public
utilities, such as water and sewer, electric, natural gas, and
trash collection and must be accessible to vehicular traffic.
Access streets and utilities should be available at the bound-
ary of each site in time for project construction or occupancy
and shouid be capable of serving the proposed project.

b. Transportation. Sites mustbe convenient to public transpor-
tation or to places of employment, which provide a range of
jobs for low-income workers.

¢. Other. Sites must be accessible to social, religious, recre-
ational, educational, commercial, and health facilities that
are adequate to serve the intended occupants of the project.

. Density. There is no rigid standard to determine an acceptable

level of density. One means of measuring densitylevelsis the land
use intensity method provided in the HUD Manual of Acceptable
Practices (Handbook 4930.1). The determination of an accept-
able density level varies with each community and with each site
and consideration should be given to such factors as land costs,
topography, planned site use, the number and types of buildings,
the anticipated age and number of residents based on the number
of bedrooms, local building requirements, and the density pre-
vailing in the neighborhood.
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4. Physical Characteristics. Each site shall be adequate in size,
exposure, and contour to accommodate the number and type of
units proposed. The topography and subsurface conditions shall
promote economical and efficient development and operation of
the project.

a. Grades. Sites with grades exceeding ten (10) percent will
significantly increase development and management costs
and should be avoided. Sites for housing for the elderly or
handicapped with grades exceeding tive (5) percent should be
avoided unless site development (e.g., sidewalks) will pro-
vide for not more than a five (5) percent grade without undue
development costs. Low-lying and flat sites should also be
avoided unless practical and economical means of surface
drainage can be provided.

b. Bearing Qualities. Sites with unsuitable soil bearing quali-
ties for foundations and inderground utilities or with exces-
sive rock or shale will increase site improvement costs and
should be avoided.

c. [Earth Slides. Sites thatare exposed to the potential hazard of
earth slides should not be selected.

5. Housing Opportunities. Sites for public housing projects must
comply with the following requirements:

a. General. The site and neighborhood for new construction and
rehabilitation projects must be suitable from the standpoint of
facilitating and furthering full compliance with the applicable
provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title
VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 and Executive Order
11063.

b. New Construction. The site for new construction projects
shall:

(1) not be located in an area of minority concentration
unless,

(a) sufficient, comparable opportunities exist for hous-
ing for minority families, in the income range to be
served by the proposed project, outside areas of
minority concentration; or

(b) the project is necessary to meet overriding housing
needswhich cannot otherwise feasibly be metin that
housing market area. (An overriding need may not
serve as the basis for determining that a site is
acceptable if the only reason the need cannot other-
wise feasibly be met is that discrimination on the
basis of race, color, religion, creed, sex, or national
origin renders sites outside areas of minority con-
centration unavailable.);

(2) notbe located in a racially mixed area, if the project will
cause a significant increase in the proportion of minority
to non-minority residents in the area; and

(3) promote greater choice of housing opportunities and
avoid undue concentrations of assisted persons in areas
containing a high proportion of low-income persons.

c. Rehabilitation. Sites for rehabilitation projects shall pro-
mote greater choice of housing opportunities and avoid undue
concentrations of assisted persons in areas containing a high
proportion of low-income persons.

Section 4. Environmental Requirements

Introduction. This section identifies the laws, Executive Orders and
regulationsrelating o environmental protection. The development of
public housing projects must comply with these requirements except
when excluded.

1. NEPA. The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321) establishes the national policy, goals and proce-
dures for protecting and enhancing environmental quality. The
HUD implementing regulation at 24 CFR 50 establishes the
policies and procedures for HUD environmental clearances
(including procedures for automatic requirements for a Special

Clearance or Environmental Impact Statement and criteria for 3.

determining when several projects built near each other may be
considered as a single action) and establishes categorical exclu-
sions that are not subject to an environmental assessment under
NEPA. This does not exempt them from the other requirements
identified in this section.

2. Historic Properties. The National Historic Preservation Act of

1966 (P L. 89-665), the Archeological and Historic Preservation 4.

Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-291), Executive Order 11593, Protection
and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment, and the Proce-
dures for Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties, Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation (36 CFR 8(). Establish na-
tional policy and procedures for protecting properties, sites and

artifacts of historic, architectural, or archeological significance
listed (or eligible to be listed) in the national Register of Historic
Places. These laws and procedures require that proposed projects
be reviewed to determine whether they would affect any district,
site, building or other structure listed (or eligible to be listed) in
the National Register of Historic Places. These procedures
require consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer
and may require a determination of eligibility b the Department
of Interior and a determination of effect by the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation.

Noise Abatement. The Environmental Criteria and Standards
(24 CFR 51, Subpart B) establish minimum HUD standards to
protect citizens against excessive noise in their community and
place of residence. This regulation also establishes criteria for
determining acceptable notice levels and special requirements
and mitigation measures to be followed in normally unacceptable
and unacceptable noise zones.

Explosive or Flammable Fuels or Chemicals. The Environ-
mental Criteria and Standards (24 CFR 51, Subpart C) establish
standards indicating how close a project can be located to
hazardous operationshandling conventional fuels or chemicals of
an explosive or flammable nature.
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5. Floodplains and Wetlands. The Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973 (P.L.93-234) and implementing regulation at 24 CFR 55,
the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001),
Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, and Executive
Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, require, if a projectisto be
located in such an area, that specific review and notification
procedures be followed and that appropriate measures be taken to
protect the property, to protect the life and safety of the occupants,
and to minimize any harm to the floodplain or wetland.

6. Coastal Zones. The Coastal Zone Management Actof 1972 (16
U.S.C. 1451) and the implementing regulation at 44 CFR 123
require that projects to be located in the coastal zone (which
includes the Great Lakes) be consistent with the State Coastal
Zone Management Program,

7. Air Quality. The Clean Air Act (P.L. 90-148), the Clean Air Acts
Amendments of 1970 (P.L. 91-604), the Clean Air Act Amend-
ments of 1977 (P.L. 95-95), and the implementing regulations of
the Environmental Protection Agency (40 CFR 50, 51 and 52)
establish national ambient air quality standards.

8. Water Quality. The Federal Water Pollution Control Actof 1973
(P.L.92-500), the Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (P.L.93-523)
and the implementing regulations of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (40 CFR 120) establish measures to protect the
quality of water if a project is to be located in the recharge area
of a community's sole water supply.

9. Fish and Wildlife. The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (P.L.
85-624) requires that HUD consult with the Fish and Wildlife
Service (Department of Interior) and the appropriate State agency
if the project will affect control or require modifications to any
stream or other body of water.

10. Endangered Species. The Endangered Species Actof 1973 (P.L.
93-205), the Endangered Species Act Amendments of 1978 (P.L.
95-632) and 43 CFR 870, require that HUD consult with the
Department of Interior and the Department of Commerce if the
projectmay affect any species (including its habitat) identified by
the Department of Interior as an endangered species.

11. Toxic Chemicals and Radioactive Material. HUD Notice 79-
33 identifies the contact person for guidance on protection of
persons and property from man-made environmental hazards
such as toxic chemicals and radioactive materials.

Section 5. Uniform Act and Relocation Requirements

The Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act
of 1970 (Uniform Act) is not applicable to public housing projects
developed under the turnkey method. However, in line withits policy
regarding other HUD-assisted activities not covered by the uniform
Act, HUD administratively requires that relocation assistance, includ-
ing advisory services and reasonable moving and related expenses, be
provided for eligible residential tenant-occupants (not owner-occu-
pants) who are displaced as a result of turnkey development.

When required, relocation assistance and related payments are pro-
vided and financed by the PHA. However, the developer may be
required to reimburse the PHA for all or part of the costs for such

assistance if the developer fails to provide the PHA with specific
information regarding the occupants of a proposed site or property, or
to furnish notifications to such occupants in accordance with the
PHA 'sinstructions, or to meetany other applicable relocation require-
menits.

If there are any tenant occupants of the site(s) or property(ies)
identified in the turnkey proposal, prior to its preparation and submis-
sion, the developer should ask the PHA to provide detailed informa-
tion regarding the relocation notification requirements.

Section 6. Facilities and Services

Introduction. The developer shall make every effort to select sites
that are accessible to existing or proposed public facilities and
services. This may not be possible because sites may not be available
near required facilities or the facilities may not have the capacity to
serve the proposed project. In such instances, necessary facilities and
services may be provided to the extent authorized in this section.

1. ProjectNon-Dwelling Facilities. Necessary non-dwelling space
and equipment may be provided for management, maintenance
and community activities and may be included in the develop-
ment cost of a public housing project provided that the amount of
space does not exceed the limitations identified below. These
facilities may be provided on a project-by-project basis or as
central space for several closely situated public housing projects
operated by the PHA. Developers should review Part I of this
packet for the specific PHA requirements for this project.

a. Management Facilities. General purpose office space and
equipment may be required by the PHA to perform adminis-
trative functions. Space for necessary facilities may be pro-
vided not to exceed the following limitations:

Number of Public Maximum Management
Housing Units Served Space Allowed (sq. ft.)
0-15 150
16-50 325
51-100 500
101-150 600
151-200 775
201-300 1000
301-400 1200
401-500 1400
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b. Maintenance Facilities. Space and equipment may be re-
quired to perform operation and maintenance activities.
Included are facilities for a central repair shop and storage of
tools, parts and outdoor equipment (e.g., lawn mowers, snow
blowers, and maintenance vehicles). Space for necessary
maintenance facilities may be provided not to exceed the
following limitations:

Number of Public Maximum Maintenance
Housing Units Served Space Allowed (sq. ft.)
0-15 125
16-50 400

51-100 800
101-150 1100
151-200 1400
201-300 1900
301-400 2300
401-500 2700

¢. Community Facilities. Community space andrelated equip-
ment may be required to provide social and recreational
opportunities for project occupants. Included are such facili-
ties as game rooms, meeting rooms or craft rooms. In
determining the amount of community space to be provided,
consideration shall be given to whether space willbe provided
for a child care facility and whether such space could be used
for both purposes. Space for necessary community facilities
may be provided not to exceed the following limitations:

(1) Projects Designed for the Elderly:

Number of Public Maximum Community
Housing Units Served Space Allowed
Under 51 25 sq. ft. per unit.
51-100 1,250 sq. ft. for the first

50 units, plus 20 sq. ft.
for each additional unit.

2,250 sq. ft. for the first
100 units, plus 15 sq. ft.
for each additional unit.

101 or more

(2) Projects for Family Occupancy:

Number of Public
Housing Units Served

Maximum Community
Space Allowed

Under 101 8 sq. ft. per bedroom.

800 sq. ft. for the first
100 bedrooms, plus 4 sq.
ft. for each additional
bedroom.

101 or more

(3) Projects for Elderly and Family Occupancy. The
maximum amountof community space fora projecttobe
occupied both by elderly and family households is the
sum of the amounts determined in accordance with (1)
and (2) above.

2. Child Care Facilities. Space may be provided for a child care

center for the project occupants if such a facility is not otherwise
available, or existing facilities are inadequate, to serve the
proposed project. Such space may be provided in addition to the
amount allowed for community facilities. Refer to Part I of this
Packet for specific requirements.

. Health Care Facilities. In projects for elderly occupancy, space

may be provided, if required, for preventive health programs for
the project occupants. This may include space for such facilities
as examination rooms and health clinics only if they are not
accessible in the neighborhood but shall not include general
medical care or hospital care facilities such as laboratories and
treatment rooms. If health care facilities are necessary, a maxi-
mum of five square feet for eachunitmay be provided. Such space
may be provided in addition to the other amounts allowed. Refer
to Part I of this Packet for any specific requirements.

. Off-Site Facilities. Off-site improvements and facilities, such as

extensions of water and sewage systems and access streets to the
siteboundary, may be required. The costfor off-site facilities may
be included in the developer's price only if it is local practice that
a developer or builder normally pays for such facilities when
developing comparable privately owned housing. The amount
authorized for off-site facilities shall be limited to the Area Office
estimate of either the cost of such facilities or the increase in the
site value thatis attributable to such facilities, whichever is lower.
If the cost exceeds the amount that may be approved by the Area
Office, the additional amount would have to be off-set by a
donation.

. Congregate Facilities. Asdefined in the Act,congregate housing

providesaliving environmentin which some or all of the dwelling
units do not have kitchen facilities. Such housing musthave orbe
connected witha central dining facility to provide wholesome and
economical meals for the occupantsin a generally self-supporting
operation. The space required for a central kitchen and dining
facility is in addition to the allowable non-dwelling facilities
identified in this section. The amount of space for the dining room
shallnotexceed fifteen (15) square feet per finer, accommodating
one-half of the project occupants at one sitting, and the kitchen
shall be adequate to serve the dining facility. The turnkey
developer's price may only include the cost of the following:

a. space for the common kitchen and dining facility, including
food storage areas;

b. equipment for the central kitchen facility, including cooking
utensils, ranges, refrigerators, storage cabinets, dishwashers,
and waste disposal equipment, and;

¢. fumniture and equipment for the central dining facility, includ-
ing tables, chairs, linen, glassware and eating utensils.

Previous editions are obsolete.
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Section 7. Design and Construction Standards

Introduction. This section discusses the design and construction
standards applicable to all projects developed for the public housing
program. If the standard is optional, Part I will indicate if it is required
for this specific project.

1. Basic Standards. Projects developed under the public housing
program must comply with:

a. either the HUD Minimum Property Standards (MPS) for New
Construction or the HUD Minimum Design Standards for
Rehabilitation of Residential Properties. The MPS for multi-
family Housing apply to walk-up and elevator structures and
sites and are contained in Handbook 4910.1. The MPS which
apply to detached, semi-detached and row structures and sites
are contained in Handbook 4900.1. Anup-to-date copy of the
MPS is available for examination in each HUD Regional,
Area and Service Office. Copies may be purchased from the
United States Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 20402. The MPS for Rehabilitation of Residential
Properties is Handbook 4940.4 which applies to all types of
structures. It may be obtained free of charge from any HUD 35
Office.

4.

b. HUD environmental requirements and requirements for ac-
cessibility and usability by the physically handicapped (24
CFR 40 and 24 CFR 8); and

¢. any applicable local requirements, such as State or local
building codes and ordinances.

2. Local MPS Variations. The Area Manager may approve varia-
tions from the MPS to meet special local conditions for a specific
project. Variations may include modifications to design and
construction standards, use of alternate building materials and
fixtures, and the use of innovative construction methods and
materials. In such cases, the Area Manager must determine that
the alternate standards or materials will provide for a level of
structural soundness, useful life, and economy in maintenance or
operation thatis atleast equivalent to the MPS. Where a variation
is expected to be used for future projects on a repetitive basis, the
Area Manager should recommend that an appropriate Local
Acceptable Standard be established.

[T

. Additional Program Standards. The basic standards identified
above provide minimum design and construction requirements.
The construction of public housing projects may exceed the basic
standards provided that projects do not involve elaborate or
extravagant design or materials. For example, increasing the
MPS insulation or glazing standard may be required to conserve
energy and provide for more economical operations over the
projected life of the housing.

a. Additional Quality Standards. The Areca Manager is re-
quired to develop specific additional quality standards neces-
sary to comply with the requirements of Section 6(b) of the
Act. Specifically, the law requires that the design and cost of
apublic housing project take into account the extra durability
required for safety and security and economical maintenance
of such housing; the provision of amenities designed to
guarantee a safe and healthy family life and neighborhood
environment; the application of good design as an essential

component of such housing for safety and security as well as
other purposes; the maintenance of quality in architecture to
reflect the standards of the neighborhood and community; the
need for maximizing the conservation of energy for heating,
lighting, and other purposes; the effectiveness of existing cost
limits in the area; and the advice and recommendation of local
housing producers. The additional quality standards for this
project may be found in Part IV of this Packet.

b. Density. The density requirements are stated in Section 3 of
this Part.

c. Non-Dwelling Facilities. The requirements and limitations
for required facilities and services are stated in Section 6 of
this Part.

Carpeting, Carpeting, instead of other types of finished flooring,
may be provided only in projects proposed for occupancy by the
elderly or handicapped. Carpeting may not be used in bathrooms
or kitchens.

. Basements. Unfinished basements may only be provided in

public housing projects if the cost of constructing basements was
reflected in the published prototype dwelling construction and
equipment (DC&E) costs for the area developed by the Area
Office. In establishing prototype costs, the Area Office may
consider the costof constructing basements butonly in those areas
where it is common local practice for moderate income housing.

. Parking Spaces. Thenumber of parking spaces to be provided for

apublic housing project is generally determined by local building
codes and ordinances. In the absence of local parking require-
ments, the Manual of Acceptable Practices (HB 4930.1) should
be used as a guide for determining the number of parking spaces
to be provided. Parking spaces, generally, will be provided in the
form of parking pads for detached and semi-detached structures,
or a parking lot for other structure types, and would be an
allowable expense for site improvements (Account 1450.1).

a. Highrise Elevator Structures. Parking spaces for the occu-
pants of highrise elevator projects may be included as an
integral part of the structure. This may be necessary to comply
with local requirements or to provide for economical con-
struction of the proposed project because of the limited
availability or high cost of acquiring adjacent land solely for
a parking lot. In such instances, parking spaces may be
provided in abasementor sub-basement garage and would be
an allowableexpense for site improvements (Account 1450.1).

b. Detached and Semi-Detached Structures. Garages or car-
ports (as distinguished from parking pads) are occupant
storage spaces and must be included in dwelling construction
(Account 1460). One-car garages or carports for a specific
project being developed as scattered site housing may be
provided if this can be accomplished within the prototype
dwelling construction and equipment cost limitation.

. Air Conditioning, Air conditioning systems may be provided in

public housing projects. This may be necessary to provide
flexibility in the design and layout of the housing units, provide
for a healthy living environment, assure continued occupancy,
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and prevent premature obsolescence. Although air conditioning
may be desirable, it is notrequired unless specified in Part I of this
Packet.

8. Utilities. It is important that the best types and utility combina-
tions be selected. If the best system is not installed initially, the
cost of converting to another system at some later date is usually
prohibitive. All selected utilities must be available in time for
project construction or occupancy.

a. Utility Analysis. The PHA will provide a completed Com-
parative Analysis of Utility Costs (Form HUD-51994) for the
proposed project with this Packet.

b. Utility Selection. The utility combination identified by the
PHA shall be selected unless the developer can demonstrate
that a more efficient and economical combination is avail-
able. If the developer wishes to propose an alternative com-
bination, the developer must prepare and submit with its
proposal a revised Form HUD-51994.

c. Individual Non-Dwelling Meters. Utilities for non-dwell-
ing facilities (e.g., maintenance, management and commu-
nity space) shall have meters separate from residential
meters. 10.

9. Solar Energy. The developer shall make use of solar energy, if
itiseconomical to do so. Solar energy systems are required only
if stated in Part I of this Packet. Any addition, alteration, or
improvement to an existing or new structure designed to use solar
energy to reduce the demand for other energy sources may be
considered.

a. HUD Standards. The Intermediate Minimum Property Stan-
dards for Solar Heating and Domestic Hot Water Systems
(Handbook 4930.2) identifies various types of active and
passive systems that may be considered. A solar heating or
domestic hot water system may be approved only if an
operational conventional system will be provided asa“back-up™.

b. Allowable Project Costs. The costof solarenergy equipment
is an allowable expense for project development.

(1) Site Improvements (Account 1450.1). The purchase
and installation cost of energy generating or collecting
equipment shall be included in Account 1450.1. In-
cluded are the costs of related structure alterations;
distribution systems (e.g., wiring, ducts, piping, pumps,
insulation and heat exchangers); storage tanks, rock bin
or heat sink elements; and control systems, sensors and
logic devices.

(2) Dwelling Construction (Account 1460). The cost of all
energy distribution systems within the dwelling unit
shall be included in Account 1460, Included are all costs
for the conventional “back-up” system, as well as the
related dwelling unit costs for the solar heating or
domestic hot water system such as wiring, ducts, piping,
radiators, grills, dampers and thermostat. In addition, the
cost of building construction common to both the solar
system and the housing (e.g., sturdier roof framing to
support solar collecting equipment) shall be included in
Account 1460.

Works of Art. Works of art, such as sculptures, mosaics or
murals, may be incorporated in a public housing project. Selec-
tion of the artist is the responsibility of the architect or developer
with the approval of the PHA. Works of art may be provided only
in common buildings areas or grounds of the proposed project. In
selecting art objects, consideration must be given to their appeal
and acceptance by project and neighborhood residents. The
materials selected should be permanent and capable of with-
standing exposure to the elements and preclude the possibility
of theft. The cost of all works of art for a specific project shall
not exceed one percent of the amount budgeted for dwelling
construction and equipment. The cost of art objects thatare part
of the structure is an allowable expense for non-dwelling
construction (Account 1470), otherwise, the cost shall be
included in site improvements (Account 1450.1).

Section 8. Prototype Costs

Introduction. Section 6(b) of the Act requires that HUD establish 2.
prototype costs at least annually for various structure types and unit

sizesin different areas of the country. The prototype costs established

by HUD represent the ceiling amounts that may be approved for
construction and equipment in the project development budget and
construction contract. The Act also provides that the prototype costs
established by HUD for any area may be exceeded by up to ten (10)

percent if necessary for individual projects.

1. Federal Register Publication. The unit prototype cost schedule
is published at least annually as a Notice in the Federal Register
and is effective upon publication. The published prototype cost 3.
schedule identifies the current per unit dwelling construction and
equipment cost base don the number of bedrooms and structure
types for various geographic areas. The unit prototype cost
schedule for a specific geographic area may be revised based on
public comments or other evidence that constructioncosts exceed
the limits determined by HUD. Any revisions approved by HUD
also will be published as a Notice in the Federal Register.

Prototype Cost Area. A “prototype cost area” is a geographic
area, established by the Area Office, within which there is no
appreciable difference in the cost of material, labor, and equip-
ment for the housing construction industry. A separate prototype
cost area may be established if construction costsin a community
consistently differ from other communities within the same
prototype cost area. Prototype costareas are identified by county,
city, or other political boundaries. A map, identifying the current
prototype cost areas, is maintained in the Area Office and is
available for public inspection.

Structure Types. The unit prototype cost schedule is established
on the basis of the number of bedrooms per unit for the following
structure types:

a. Detached (D). A structure which consists of a single living
unit and is surrounded by permanent open spaces.

b. Semi-Detached (SD). A structure containing two living units
separated by a common vertical wall.
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c. Row Dwelling (R). A structure containing three or more
living units, each separated by vertical walls, and generally
having individual entrances and interior stairs.

d. Walk-Up Apartments (AW). A multi-level low-rise struc-
ture containing two or more living units, each separate
horizontally {(ceiling/floor), and by vertical walls.

¢. Elevator Structure (AE). Any high-rise structure for which
an elevator is required under the Minimum Property Stan-
dards or local building codes.

4. Dwelling Construction and Equipment Costs. The construc-

tion cost of new housing, for the purposes of establishing proto-
type costs, includes the cost allowed for dwelling structures
(Account 1460) and dwelling equipment (Account 1465). The
following is a description of the construction items included in
prototype costs:

a. General Construction. This includes the costs for:

(1) normal excavation and backfill for dwelling structures,
but not the cost for excessive excavation and backfill or
site improvements such as grading, installation of utility
service, streets, walks and landscaping;

(2) normal foundations but, not the cost of special improve-
ments such as pilings, caissons, or underpinnings re-
quired for unusual site topography or sub-soil conditions;

(3) structural framing and interior and exterior finish;

(4) dwelling structures, including closets and other occupant
storage spaces, and common spaces such as entrances,
corridors and lobbies, janitorial closets, and laundry,
heating and equipment spaces; and

(5) fixed equipment such as cabinets, cupboards and shelv-
ing, including installation.

b. Plumbing. This includes all costs relating to domestic gas,
water and sewage distribution systems within dwelling struc-
ture walls, such as piping, kitchen and bathroom fixtures and
accessories, domestic hot-water heaters, circulating pumps,
and utility meters or checkmeters.

c. Heating and Air Conditioning. This includes all costs
relating to air handling and distribution systems, such as
furnaces, piping, ducts, radiators, filters, vents, and fans. This
applies to costs related to dwelling structures whether such
items are within the dwelling structure walls or part of a
central heating plant or system. If a central plant will serve
both dwelling and non-dwelling areas, a proportionate cost of
the structure, equipment, heating mains, and pipe tunnels is
also included. The cost of air conditioning systems and
equipment is also included where it has been justified.

d. Electrical. This includes all costs relating to interior electri-
cal systems from the service drops, such as wiring, recep-
tacles, switches, fixtures and electric meters or check meters.

e. Elevators. This includes the cost of elevators and related
equipment for high-rise structures.

f. Other. This includes a proportionate share of the builder's
cost of labor, insurance, Social Security and sales taxes, and
the builder's general overhead, profit, and bond premiums.
Not included are a turnkey developer's fee, overhead, or
interest on construction financing.

g. Dwelling Equipment. This includes the cost of ranges,
refrigerators, shades, screens, and similar equipment pro-
vided in dwelling structures and the installation cost.

5. Unit Prototype Cost. The published unit prototype cost repre-

sents the current dwelling construction and equipment costs for
modest housing thatis builtin compliance with the MPS and local
building codes and requirements and the additional public hous-
ing program standards.

. Base Project Prototype Cost. The base project prototype costis

computed by multiplying the then current applicable unit proto-
type costby the number of units for that unit size and structure type
and then adding the amount for all units in the proposed project.

. Prototype Cost Adjustment Factor. A cost adjustment factor is

developed torecognize actual changes (increases or decreases)in
construction costs from the effective date of the unit prototype
cost (used to determine the base project prototype cost) to the
execution date of the contract of sale (turnkey). The cost adjust-
ment factor is based on actual changes in construction cost using
the Boeckh's Index. However, if another commercial index (e.g.,
Marshall Swift's) is customarily used by the Area Office for
routine processing, it may be used instead of the Boeckh's Index.

. Project Prototype Cost Limit. The project prototype cost limit

isthe ceiling amount that may be approved for dwelling construc-
tion and equipment (Account 1460 and Account 1465) in the
contract of sale. The project prototype cost limitis determined at
the time that the contract of sale is to be executed. This is
determined by multiplying the base project prototype cost by the
prototype cost adjustment factor.

In limited circumstances, it may be necessary to exceed the
project prototype cost limit to carry out the objectives of the Act.
Section 6(b) of the Act provides that the prototype cost may be
exceeded by up to ten (10) percent. If the additional cost does not
exceed ten (10) percent, the Area Manager may approve a higher
project prototype cost for the following reasons:

a. Local Building Requirements. Increases attributable to
changes in local building requirements (e.g., codes, ordi-
nances) which were imposed after the unit prototype cost
schedule was published.

b. Minimum Property Standards. Increases attributable to
changes in the HUD Minimum Property Standards or the
additional public housing program standards which were
imposed after the unit prototype cost schedule was published.

c. Scattered Site Housing. Higher development costs are an-
ticipated because the project is being developed as scattered
site housing.

d. Increases During Construction. Change orders, that are
beyond the scope of the construction contract or contract of
sale, which are required to provide a necessity, appropriate
betterment, or equivalent, for the proposed project.

Previous editions are obsolete.
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Part lll. Contents of Turnkey Proposal

Turnkey proposals must comply with all requirements of the Turnkey
Developer's Packet to be considered by the PHA. Each tumkey
proposal shall include:

1.

Form HUD-52651-A. The proposal shall contain an original of
the Site, Design and Cost Report (Form HUD-52651-A) for each
individual site (or a site comprising several contiguous parcels
having exhibits and information applicable to all parcels). This
form must be completed with all attachments and all questions
answered. Where more than one site is proposed, a separate Form
HUD-52651-A shall be submitted as a summary for the proposed
project as a whole.

. Developer's Experience. The developer and the developet's

contractor shall provide the following information relating to
their housing construction and development experience in con-
nection with:

a. HUD projects: a Previous Participation Certificate (Form
HUD-2530), which identifies the project number, location,
units, and current development status for all HUD assisted
housing projects (e.g., Public Housing, Section 8, Section
202) and HUD insured projects (e.g., Section 221(d) (4),
Section 236, Section 207);

3.

b. Other projects: a list of other projects (excluding HUD
assisted and HUD insured projects) developed, identifying
the number of units, structure type, community, total project
cost and current development status; and

c. Financial statement: a Personal Financial and Credit State-
ment (Form FHA 2417). The PHA will not be authorized to
release any financial information, except to the Area Office,
without the express written consent of the developer or
contractor.

Developer's Certification. The developer shall submit a written
certification which indicates that::

a. the developer has read and understood the provisions of the
turnkey contract of sale; and

b. if the developer's turnkey proposal is selected, the developer
will comply and assure that any contractors or subcontractors
employed by the developer will comply with the require-
ments of the contract of sale.

Section IV. Forms and Documents

The following forms and documents are provided with this Packet.

1.

[ S - OV

=)}

PHA's Proposal Evaluation System

. Prepared Form HUD-51994 (Comparative Analysis of Utility

Costs)

. Blank Form HUD-51994

. Form HUD-53015 (Format for Tumkey Contract of Sale)
. Form HUD-52651-A (Site, Design and Cost Report)

. Form HUD-2530 (Previous Participation Certificate)

10.

11.
12.

Form HUD-5087 (Outline Specification)
Program Regulation 24 CFR 841
A copy of the locally adopted HUD additional quality standards

Handbook 7417.1 REV-1, Chapters 9 and 10 Sections on PHA
submission of drawings

Form FHA-2417 (Personal Financial and Credit Statement)

Form HUD-92800-3 (FHA Underwriting Report) - only if the
project involves single family (1-4 family) units

PHA's Proposal Evaluation System

Proposal Evaluation Criteria. The PHA will evaluate and rate cach
turnkey proposal objectively on the basis of the following criteria:

1.

Developer's Price: the total developer's price as a percent of the
median developer's price for all responsive turnkey proposals;

. DC&E Cost: the developer's dwelling construction and equip-

ment cost as a percent of the base project prototype cost;

Developer's Experience: the ability of the turnkey developer
and contractor, if applicable, to build a housing projectof the type
and scale proposed, including the number, complexity and
location of construction activities currently underway;

. Physical Site Characteristics: the suitability of the site for

housing use and freedom from adverse environmental conditions;

. Site Plan: the extent that the site is appropriate for the intended

use (e.g., occupants, density) and the site plan provides open

spaces, outdoor recreation areas, and promotes economical project
construction and maintenance, and minimizes displacement of
site or property occupants.

Site Location: the proximity and accessibility of the site to
transportation, employment, recreation and similar facilities and
the adequacy of such facilities;

Housing and Employment Opportunities: the absence of low
income or assisted housing concentrated in the proposed neigh-
borhood or area of the community and extent that the developer
proposes to employ minority or women-owned businesses in
project development activities.

. Architectural Treatment: the degree to which the design, and

placement of buildings is aesthetic and complements adjacent
development, and the building and unit floor plans and layout
provide functional housing arrangements;

Previous editions are obsolete.
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9. Special Design Features: the degree to which the design incor-
porates features that provide for efficient project operations,
lower maintenance costs, and the safety and security of the
occupants;

10. Energy Savings: the extent that the design provides for long-term
energy savings by incorporating the use of solar energy or other
energy conservation features;

11. Materials and Equipment: the extent that durable, low mainte-
nance, construction material and equipment will be used;

12. Overall Project Design: the extent that the proposed housing,
including non-dwelling facilities, meets the design and functional
objectives indicated i the Turnkey Developer's Packet;

13. Other PHA Criteria: any other objective criteriaestablished by
the PHA and identified in Part I of this Turnkey Developer's
Packet.

Proposal Rating and Selection. The PHA will rate each responsive
turnkey proposal on the basis of the criteria above. If the highest rated
turnkey proposal was assigned azero by the PHA for any criterion, the
PHA may select the next highest rated turnkey proposal for which no
criterion was assigned a zero.

a. Standard Rating System. The standard rating system shall
be used if special PHA criteria were not established. (See Part
I, Proposal Evaluation Criteria.) The maximurn rating under
the standard system is 84 points. However, a turnkey proposal
must receive a score of at least 50 points to be selected by the
PHA based on the following rating procedure:

(1) Developer's Price. A turnkey proposal will be consid-
ered as average, if the developer's price is between 90
percent and 100 percent of the median developer's price
for all responsive turnkey proposals; poor, if the
developer's price is more than 100 percent; and superior,
if the developer's price is less than 90 percent. Points for
developer's price shall be assigned as either superior (10
points), average (5 points), or poor (zero points).

(2) DC&E Cost. A turnkey proposal will be considered as
average, if the Dwelling Construction and Equipment
(DC&E) portion of the developer's price is between 90
percent and 100 percent of the base project prototype
cost, poor, if the DC&E cost is more than 100 percent;
and superior, ifitis less than 90percent. Points for DC&E
cost shall be assigned as either superior (10 points),
average (5 points), or poor (zero points).

(3) Developer's Experience. The PHA shall evaluate the
developer's and, if applicable, the contractor's previous
experience inhousing construction. Points for developer
and contractor experience shall be assigned as either:
superior (10 points), average (5 points), or poor (zero
points).

(4) Site and Design Criteria. The PHA shall evaluate the
turnkey proposals for each of the other nine criteria and
shall assign points as superior (6 points), average (3
Ppoints), or poor (zero points).

. Optional Rating System. The optional rating system shall be

used if special PHA criteria were established. The maximum
rating under the optional system is 100 points which provide
sixteen (16) discretionary points for use by the PHA. Under
this system, a turnkey proposal mustreceive ascore of atleast
60 points to be selected by the PHA. The sixteen (16)
discretionary points shall be distributed among the PHA
established criteria and shall be assigned as follows: superior
(the number of points, not exceeding 16, assigned to the
criterion by the PHA), average (one-half of the maximum
number of points assigned to the criterion), or poor (zero
points).

Previous editions are obsolete. Page 15 0of 15
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U.S. Department of Housing OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (Exp. 2}
and Urban Development

Office of Public and Indian Housing

Proposal for a
Public Housing Project

See Public Reporting Burden Statement on Page 3.

Project Number: If an ACC for Front-End Funds was executed: | Allocation Area: L .
. PHA inside Central City
) ’ . ) ; Loan Authority=  § [] Metro Area Allocation Area
i ‘ p ‘ ‘ i Contract Authority=$ [] Non-Metro Area PHA outside Central City
\ ‘ 1 [ ‘ Date: Allocation Area

Part I—PHA Data
1. Name of PHA:

: 2. Address of PHA:

3. PHA area of jurisdiction[ ] includes the community for which public housing dz‘evelopment assistance is being requested.
4. The required Cooperation Agreements [ ] are executed for the proposed project.
5
6.

, and is still valid.
b) [ ]was submitted, dated

. A current General Certificate: (a)[ |is attached (b)[ ] was submitted, dated
The required PHA resolution authorizing submission of this PHA Proposal, etc.,
Part ll—Proposal Project Summary and Development Schedule
Section A. Project Location
1. Community:

(a)[]is attached (

2. County or Other Similar Area: 3. Congressional District(s) | 4. Census Tracts/Enumeration District(s)

Section B. Housing Type and Development Method

1. Housing Type and Development Method
(1) Conventional
l (2) Turnkey

9. If Turnkey:
(a)[] RFP and Developer's Packet is attached.

(b) D PHA selected Turnkey Proposal is attached.

3. Congregate or other special-use housing
a)[Jis (b)[ ]is notproposed. If “Yes”
specify use(s) and number of units:

(a) New Construction D D (3) Acquisition (c) \:I
(b) Rehabiltation mem[ ][] ]

(c) Existing D

PHA certifies that Turnkey Proposal was selected
based on an objective rating systemn using such factors
as site location, project design, price and developer }
experience. |

Section C. Dwelling Units by Household Type and Structure Type
As appropriate, enter the number of dwelling units (DUs), proposed for this project by number of bedrooms, structure and househald type.

Column 3
Total DUs

Column 1 Column 2

Column 4
Number of Family and Large Family DUs

Column 5
Number of Elderly DUs

No. of
Buildings

Structure

(a) (b
Type Total Farn)iw

(@)
1-BR

(b) (© (d) (o)

(c)
Elderly 2-BR 3-BR 4-BR 5-BR

(v) (c)

4]
1-BR 2-BR

(@
6-BR Efficiency

D i

sD i

E ]

w

E2

DO W[ -

Totals

Number in |
7 Line6 for I
| Hdep. |

1Structure Types are: D=Detached; SD=Semi-Detached; R=Row or Townhouse, W=Walkup; and E=Elevator

2 Justification required; See Part lIl, ltem A.4, Density

Section D. Proposed Project Development Schedule

Schedule each processing step for the proposed projectinthe “PHA Estimate” column|  number of Calendar Days 8. Date by which complete proposal
by entering the estimated number of calendar days required. will be submitted:
Processing Steps (1) PHA Estimate | (2) HUD Use
1. Site Documents (8) PHA Submission 9. State the earliest option expiration date and
) {b) HUD Decision 25 25 identify the applicable site:
) (a) PHA Submission
2. Design Documents (b) HUD Decision 25 45
. (a) PHA Submission
3. Construction Documents (b) HUD Decision 25 25
(a) PHA Submission
4. Contract Documents (b) HUD Decision 15 15
5. Construction Start
6. Completion or Acquisition
7. Total
Page 10of3 form HUD-52483-A (5/94)

ref Handbook 7417.1
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Part {ll—Proposal Content
Section A. Proposed Site, Project Description and Construction Cost

1

One to Four Family Properties: A scattered site housing project involving one to four family properties is proposed: (a) {]Yes, (b)[ ] No. If Yes, the
following are attached: (1) [} a neighborhood map identifying specific boundaries within which the PHA proposed to acquire sites or properties; (2) [Ja
description of the structural types, unit sizes, and conditions of typical housing in each of the specified neighborhoods; (3)[ ] evidence that vacant sites
or existing houses, as applicable to the proposal, are regularly offered for sale within costlimitations; and (4)|:|for projects involving 1-to-4-family properties,
the attached schedule demonstrates that all properties will be acquired by the PHA within one year of ACC execution and identifies the number of units
and dates by which property specific site acquisition documents will be submitted.

. Site Design and Cost Reports: (1} Number of sites in proposed project ; (b) Number of Forms HUD-52651-A attached ; (¢) A Form HUD-

52651-Awith required exhibits is attached for: (1)[ ] each proposed site and/or (2)["Jasite comprising several contiguous parcels having common exhibits
and information; (d)[ ] a separate Form HUD-52651-A is attached summarizing the proposed project as a whole.

. Proposed Construction Cost/Price: The total construction cost/price proposed is $ , with a per unit cost/price

proposed of $

. Density: (a) Dthe PHA proposes aproject density which meets HUD requirements including those of compatibility for the number and ages of the intended

residenits; (b) the proposed project: (1 )]:] is (2)[]is notascattered-site project; (c) justification for the use of high-rise structures: (1 )[]is notapplicable,
(2) D is attached, or (3)[ | was previously submitted to the Field Office on (date).

. Schools: A letter from the school board (a) |:| is attached (b) []is not required.
. PHA: The PHA selected the proposed site(s) to comply with the locations for assisted housing identified in the HUD-approved PHA: (a) [JYesor

(b) [ ] Not Applicable.

. Facilities and Services: For the intended residents, the PHA proposes a project for which: (a) []the facilities and services as currently exist, meet or

exceed HUD requirements; or (b} Dwith the addition of the following, the facilities will meet or exceed HUD requirements;

Proposed Facility/Service Source of Funding Completion Date Remarks

i

. Nondwelling Space: (a)[ | the project nondwelling space proposed complements the facilities and services referred to in Item 7 above. If nondwelling

space is hot exclusively for the proposed project, an attachment state the extent that (b) [ | nondwelling space is also for other public housing projects
and the applicable amounts and cost of such space and/or {¢}[ ] nondwelling space is also for projects under other assisted housing programs.

. Utility Combination: The attached Comparative Analysis of Utility Costs {Form HUD-51994) (a) [TJis the one prepared by the Field Office or

(b) D is arevised one prepared pursuant to requirements.

. Housing Opportunities: (a) D the PHA selected the proposed project site to comply with or exceed HUD housing opportunity requirements and

(b) D the following information has been added to the locality map required by the Form HUD-52561-A: (1) the percentage of minority residents for each
of the locality's areas of minority concentration and racially mixed areas; and (2) existing and proposed HUD and other assisted housing.

. Environmental: D the PHA proposes a project which complies with or exceeds HUD environmental requirements.
12.

Relocation: Displacement (a)[_|is (b)[ ]is not involved. If displacement is involved, (c) an attachment, in addition to that required by the Form HUD-
52561-A, identifies: (1) [ ] the type of notice (Notice of Displacement, Notice of Right to Continue in Occupancy, or other notice) proposed to be issued
to each occu-pant; (2) [ ] the estimated cost of any required relocation benefits; and (d) the following summarizes potential displacement:

(1) Type of a. Total b. Eligibls for ‘ c. Estimated (2) Sources of Relocation Cost Funds
Occupant Number Assisted Housing Relocation Cost

a. Source b. Amount

1. Families 1. CDBG

2. Individuals 2. Public Housing

3. Business Concerns XXXXXXKXHXKXXXXHXXXX 3.

4. Nonprofit Institutions XXXXXXXXXXXKXKXXXXXK 4.

5

Total 5. Total

Section B. Demonstration of Financial Feasibility

This PHA has demonstrated financial feasibility: (1)[ ] with the aid of operating subsidy or (Z)Dwithoutthe need for operating subsidy, and a Demonstration
of Financial Feasibility (Form HUD-52485) or other demonstration pursuant to HUD instructions is attached.

form HUD-52483-A (5/94)
Page 2of 3 ret Handbook 7417.1



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December 19, 2000/ Notices 79401

Section C. Professional Assistant to PHA

The following (enter the number) professional service contracts are attached:
1. Service 2. Name and Address of Firm or Individual
a a.
b b.
c. c
d. id.

Section D. Annual Contributions Contract

Three original, signature copies of the following are attached:
1.[] Form HUD-53010. Part One of the ACC (Form HUD-53010) signed and dated by the authorized PHA official. (Part Two should not be returned.)

2. [] Forms HUD-274 and HUD-51999. The Designation of Depository for Direct Deposit of Loan or Grant Funds (Form HUD-274) and the General Depository
Agreement (Form HUD-51999) signed and dated by the authorized PHA official and bank representative.

3.[] Forms HUD-9204, HUD-52250 and HUD-5412. The Project Loan Note (Form HUD-9204), the Permanent Note (Form HUD-52250), and the Note Signature
Certificate (Form HUD-5412) signed and dated by the authorized PHA official.

Section E. Request for Advances

1. A PHA request for advances (a) D is attached (b)[ ]is not attached.

2. Funds required are for: (a) |:] planning expenses required for the first calendar quarter following Field Office execution of the ACC ($
and/or {b) D site acquisition and related costs ($ ).

3.[] A detailed explanation of the nature and the amount of each obligation or proposed obligation and the extent that the obligation is necessary for the proposed
project is attached.

4. [:] The PHA certifies that required blanket fidelity bond and any other required insurance coverage is in force.

Section F. Signature

I hereby certify that ali the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate.

Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may resultin ¢riminal and/or civil penalties. (18U.8.C. 1001,1010, 1012, 31U.8.C. 3729, 3802)
Typed Narne and Title of Authorized PHA Official: Signature: Date:

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 2 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing
data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate
or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Reports Management Officer, Paperwork Reduction Project
(2577-0033), Office of information Technology, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C. 20410-3600. This agency may not collect this
information, and you are not required to complete this form, uniess it displays a currently vaiid OMB control number.

Do not send this form to the above address.

This collection of information is required for developing a public housing project pursuantto HUD regulations 24 CFR94!. The information will be used to provide HUDwith
sufficient information to enable a determination that funds should or shouid not be reserved or a contractual commitment made. This information collection is mandated
pursuant to the U.S. Housing Act of 1937, The information requested does not lend itself to confidentiaity.

form HUD-52483-A (5/94)
Page 3 of 3 ref Handbook 74171
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U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development
Office of Public and Indian Housing

Demonstration of
Financial Feasibility

OMB Approval No. 2577-0033 (exp. 5)

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching
existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this
burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Reports Management Officer, Paperwork
Reduction Project {2577-0033), Office of Information Technology, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C. 20410-3600. This
agency may not collect this information, and you are not required to complete this form, unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.

Do not send this form to the above address.

This collection of information is required for developing a public housing project pursuantto HUD regulations 24 CFR 941. The information will be used to provide
HUDwith sufficient information o enable a determination that funds should or should not be reserved or a contractual commitment made. This information
callection is mandated pursuant to the U.S. Housing Act of 1937, The information requested does not lend itself to confidentiality.

Part 1. Estimate of PHA and Tenant Utility Costs

Project Number: Public Housing Agency:

Estimated Amount per Unit per Month

Type of Utility or Fuel PHA Furnished Tenant Purchased
Quantity i Cost Quantity Cost
a. Water Services. Uses: ’
DHousehold ‘:I Lawn and Shrubs Gals. | Gals | $

b. Sewage Disposal.

¢. Electricity. Uses:

I:]Lighting and Refrigeration Cooking D Air Conditioning

=

Domestic Hot Water Space Heater KWH ¢ $ KWH| $
DOther: (identify} :
d.Gas /LP. Uses:
DDomestic Hot Water D Cooking D Space Heater
DOther: (identify) Therms | $ Therms| $
e. Oil (Typs No.: ). Uses:
DDomestic Hot Water D Cooking I:] Space Heater Gals. Gals

1. Heating Labor. {Project Oper. Plant Only)

g. Other Utilitles or Services. (spacify)

h. Sub Total - PHA Furnished Utilities.

I. Sub Total - Tenant-Purchased Utllities.

V

|. Totai PHA and Tenant-Purchased Utllities. (h plus i)

.

Part 2. Estimate of Anticipated Operating Expenses

P .
e L
////////////_%//////
/////////////////////////////////////

\

7

.

Estimated Amount per Unit per Month

$

a. Administrative Expense: Salaries (including maintenance supervision), legal, staff training, travel, $
accounting fees and other administrative expenses.

b. Tenant Services Expense: Salaries and other expenses incurred in providing tenant services and the costof | $
other tenant services activities.

c. Utilities Furnished by PHA: Water, electricity, gas, fuel, sewer and other utilities. Also utilities labor and $
other utilities expense (from item 1h, above).

d. Ordinary maintenance and Operation: Labor, materials, and contract costs for all routine maintenance $
including janitorial and watchman service. Exclude expense applicable to utilities.

e. Protective Services: Labor, material and contract costs for protective services. $

f. Insurance: Fire and Extended coverage, Public Liability, Workmen's Compensation, Employers' Liability, $
boiler, automobile, burglary, theft and robbery, and Fidelity Bonds, as appropriate.

g. Payment in Lieu of Taxes: (Part 3,c (below) minus Part 2,c {(above) times 10 percent). $

h. Other General Expenses: Terminal leave payments, employee benefit contributions, collection $
losses, and other general expenses.

i. Sub-Total (a through h) $

j. Provision for Nonroutine Expenses and Reserve (10 percentofi ) $

k. Estimated Monthly Operating Expenses (iplusj) $

Previous edition is obsclete page 1 of 3

form HUD-52485 (5/94)
ref. Handbooks 7417.1 & 7450.1
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Part 3. Estimate of Average Monthly Contract Rent of the Proposed Project

per Unit Month

a. Estimate of Average Monthly Gross Rent $
b, Estimate of Tenant-Purchased Utilities ( from item 1i, above) $
c. Estimate of Monthly Contract Rent (a minus b) 3
d. Estimate of Average Monthly Contract Rent Based on 97% Occupancy (.97 x ¢) $

Part 4. PHA Determination The PHA determines that (mark and complete "a" or "b") :

a. D The project's estimated operating expenses, b.
(item 2K) $
will not exceed the estimated operating income
(item 3d) $

The project's estimated operating expenses, (item 2k} $
will exceed the estimated operating income (item 3d)  $

by
(item 2k minus item 3d) and an operating subsidy of that

amount will be required. To be feasible, this amount cannot exceed item 5d (below).

Part 5. Maximum Allowable Operating Subsidy

per Unit Month

a. The PUM allowable expense level $
b. Plus: The PUM allowable utilities expense level (from item 1h, above, less utilities labor and

other utilities expense) $
c. Minus: The PUM contract rental income (item 3d, above) $
d. Maximum PFS operating subsidy (5a plus 5b minus 5c) $

Part 6. Signature

I hereby certify that all the information stated herein, as well as any information provided in the accompaniment herewith, is true and accurate.
Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31U.8.C. 3729,3802)

Typed Name and Title of Authorized PHA Official:

X

|
|
|
|
i
i

Signature:

Date:

f
|
|

Instructions

1. Purpose. This form shall be used to demonstrate financial
feasibility of a project submitted by a Public Housing Agency (PHA)
under the Public Housing Program pursuant to 24 CFR 941 and the
Public Housing Development Handbook 7417.1 REV-1 and by an
Indian Housing Authority (IHA) under the Indian Housing Program
pursuant to 24 CFR 905 and the Indian Housing Handbook 7440.1.
This form is to be used for all development methods: conventional,
turnkey or acquisition. A project may be approved by the HUD Field
Office if it is determined that the project is financially feasible based on
the PHA's demonstration of financial feasibility pursuant to this form.
This form is not to be used by PHAs located in Alaska, Guam, Puerto
Rico or the Virgin Islands (See Handbook 7417.1 REV-1). Arevision
of this financial feasibility test is mandatory if the PHA proposes to
change any physical element of the proposed project or its method of
management or plans to increase services, and such change would
materially increase the estimated operating costs of said project.

2. Prepared By: The form HUD-52485 is prepared by the PHA, with
assistance if necessary from the HUD Field Office.

3. Number: Original and one or more copies.

4. Distribution: APHA shallsubmitthe original tothe applicable HUD
Field Office with the PHA Proposal for the project and shall retain a
copy for its files. A PHA may also be requested by the Field Office to
submit additional copies.

5. Instructions for PHA Preparation:

Heading: In the space provided, enter the name and address of the
PHA and the project number.

Part 1. - Estimate of PHA and Tenant Utility Costs. Enter the
estimated per unit per month (PUM) consumption and PUM cost
applicable to PHA furnished and/or tenant purchased utilities. The
source data for consumption and cost for electricity, gas, fuel, heating
supplies and heating labor is available on Form HUD-51994, Part A,
Life Cycle Cost Analysis of Utility Combinations. The PHA shall use

the cost associated with the utility combination which HUD has
determined is most suitable for the project. Estimates for water and
sewage disposal shall be determined separatsly and entered in Part 1, ltems a
andb. Costs shown on HUD-51994 will be allocated to PHA furnished or tenant
purchased and the results entered into Part 1, items h and i.

Part 2. - Estimate of Operating Expenses. The PHA shallsubmitan
estimate of its average monthly operating expenses for its first year of
operation. This estimate shall be based on the actual expenses of a
project which is comparable from a physical and tenancy standpoint
and is located in or about the locality of the proposed project. The
expense estimates shallbe based on current data and shall not include
a projected inflation factor.

a. Administrative Expenses. Enter the PUM estimated total administrative
expense for the project. Do not include an estimate for audit fees.

b. Tenant Services Expense. Enter the PUM estimated total
expense for any tenant services programs projected for the project.

c. Utilities Furnished by PHA. Enter the PUM estimated total
expense for utilities to be supplied by the PHA for the project.

d. Ordinary Maintenance and Operation. Enter the PUM estimated total
expenses for ordinary maintenance and operation for the project.

e. Protective Services. Enter the PUM estimated total expenses
applicable to protective services for the project.

f. Insurance. Enterthe PUMannualcost ofthe required insurance,
even though the initial insurance may be charged to the development
cost of the project.

Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILOT). Enter the PUM estimated
cost for PILOT. PILOT is ten (10) percent of the difference between
the estimate of monthly contract rent and the utilities supplied by the
project. No entry need be made where the Cooperation Agreement
specifically waives PILOT. Inthe Indian Housing Program PILOT may
only be paid on taxable land. If PILOT rate is less than ten {10) percent
of shelter rent, entry should reflect such reduced rate.

Previous edition is obsolete

page 2 of 3

form HUD-52485 (5/94)
ref. Handbooks 7417.1 & 7450.1
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h. Other Generai Expenses. Enter PUM estimated total expense
for other general expenses (e.g., terminal leave payments, collection
losses, employee benefit contribution and in the Indian Housing
Programpayment for services offered by other government agencies)
for the project.

Part 3. - Estimate of Average Monthly Contract Rent of the
Proposed Project. The estimate of operating income shall be the
projected income for the first fiscal year of operation (without operating
subsidy) based upon 97 percent occupancy by a tenant body selected
in accordance with PHA regulations (based on Sections 3 and 6(c) (4)
of the Act and 24 CFR Part 960 and in the case of the Indian Housing
Program 24 CFR 905).

a. Estimate of Average Monthly Gross Rent. To determine the
estimate of average monthly gross rents, the PHA shall, first, deter-
mine the range of incomes of low-income families residing in rental
units in the county or jurisdiction which the project would serve. The
families shall be classified by household types (elderly/non-elderly)
andbyincomeintervals. The percentage distribution ofthese incomes
shall be recorded in established income intervals. The PHA shalii
determine the estimated rental income of the project by projecting
occupancy which approximates the percentage distribution of families
and by applying its current rent determination standards.

The PHA shall submit an analysis, with Form HUD-52485 that will
indicate the average monthly gross rent that would result if the PHA
selected families with a broad range of incomes representing the
distribution of incomes of the eligible population. The PHA shall take
into consideration the size of the families most likely to occupy the
proposed project if it were constructed at the proposed location. The
PHA should use whatever data is available to it to determine the
income ranges in the community This could include such sources as
census data., CDBG applications, wage surveys, etc. which should be
updated to reflect current income levels. The Field Office may have
data which could be of assistance to the PHA. If there are not a
sufficient number of eligible applicants in a particular range or ranges
existing onthe PHA’s waiting listto fuffilithe requirements stated above
regarding the tenant body, the PHA must submit its proposed plan to
attract applicants whose incomes will permit tenant selection resulting
in the project housing tenants with a distribution of income reflecting
the distribution of incomes ofthe potential population inthe community.
If the PHA proposes to acquire a project occupied in whole or part by
low-income families, who will be retained as residents, the estimate of
average monthly gross rent shall include the income distribution of
those families as well. Based upon the instructions, provide a realistic
estimate of the average PUM gross rent.

b. Estimate of Tenant Purchased Utilities. Insertfigure calculated
in Item 1i of this form.

c. Estimaieof Monthly Contract Rent. Subtracttenant purchased
utilitties PUM (item 3b) from the Average Monthiy Gross Rent ( item
3a) to determine the amount to be entered on this line.

d. Estimate of Average Monthly Contract Rent Based Upon 97
Percent Occupancy. Enterthe product of Average Monthly Contract
Rent (ltem 3c) multiplied by 97 percent (.97).

Part 4. - PHA Determination.

a. [f the estimated operating expenses for the first fiscal year
following the End of the Initial Operating Period (EIOP) does not
exceedthe estimated operating income (without operating subsidy) for
the same period, the project is financially feasible. In this case check
block “a" and de not complete the remainder of this form.

b. If the estimated operating expenses exceed the estimated oper-
ating income (without operating subsidy), check block “b” and com-
plete remainder of this formto determine if the project willbe financially
feasible within the limitations of the available Performance Funding
System (PFS) operating subsidy.

Part 5. - Maximum Allowable Operating Subsidy.

General. The PUM amount of operating subsidy which can be
considered will be based upon whether the proposed project is to be
includedinthe Consolidated Annual Contributions Contract (CACC) or

whether the proposed project is to be placed in a separate Annual
Contributions Contract (ACC).

Existing PHA/New Project - CACC. If an existing PHA is proposing
a new project, and wishes to incorporate the project into its CACC, the
maximum allowable PUM amount of operating subsidy which may be
used inthe determination of the financial feasibility test shallbe based
on the following:

a. The PUM Allowable Expense Level for the project shall be based
upon the current PUM Allowable Expense Level for the CACC
recomputed to incorporate the characteristics of the project on all
required PFS forms. The recomputation of the Allowable Expense
Level shall be accomplished pursuant to Section 990.105 (d) (3) of 24
CFR Part 990, Subpart A, Operating Subsidy - Performance Funding
System.

The PHA's current fiscal year PFS shall be recomputed to incorporate
the project. In the recomputation no data regarding the project shall
be in the Current Year Columns, but shall be shown in the Requested
Year Columns. Forthis recomputation, the estimated date of EIOPfor
the proposed project shall bethe last day of the current fiscal year. For
purposes of this recomputation, the projectwillbe consideredtobe one
year old. :

b. Plus: The PUM Allowable Utilities Expense Level (do not include
Utllities Labor and Utilities Other).

c. Minus: The PUM estimate of the average monthly contract rent
based upon 97 percent occupancy.

Existing PHA/New Project to be Placed in Separate ACC or New
PHA/New Project. if projectistobe in a separate ACC, the maximum
allowable PUM amount of operating subsidy which may be used inthe
determination of the financial feasibility test should be based on the
following:

a. The PUM Allowable Expense Levelfor the proposed project shall
be determined to be the same as the current Allowable Expense Level
of a PHA already in management which is located in or about the
locality of the proposed project, if the proposed project and the
comparable PHA are generally alike in physical characteristics and
tenancy. Comparison should exclude a project age comparison. lfthe
project is not the first project of the PHA, the comparable PHA might
be the PHA itself. The usable Allowable Expenses Level would have
been devsloped pursuant to Section 980.105 of the PFS Regulation.
The HUD Field Office shall provide the appropriate Allowable Expense
Level upon request.

b: Plus: The PUM Allowable Utilties Expense Level (nottoinclude
Utilities Labor and Utilities Other).

c. Minus: The PUM estimate of average monthly contract rent
based upon 97 percent occupancy.

d. [nitial Operating Subsidy Eligibility. If the proposed project is
deemed to be financially feasible, the PUM Allowable Expense Level
determined in accordance with this subparagraph will be the basis for
the PUM Allowable Expense Levelto be used in the project’s first fiscal
year in management. This PUM will be adjusted by an inflation
factor(s) for the intervening years. Instructions for the computation of
the first fiscal year PUM Allowable Expense Level are contained in
Performance Funding System Handbook 7475.13.

Completion of Part 5.

a. PUMAllowableExpense Level. Enterthe PUM computed using
the instructions above.

b. PUM Allowable Utilities Expense Level. Enter the PUM cost
of PHA furnished utilities shown in ltem 1h of this form less Utilities
Labor and Other Utilities Expense.

c¢. PUM Contract Rental Income. .Enter the PUM rental income
amount as shown in 3d above.

d. Maximum PFS Operating Subsidy. Item 5(a) pius ltem 5(b)
minus Item 5(c). If this amount is equal to or greater than the deficit
(ltem 2k minus Item 3d) shown in Item 4b of this form, then the
proposed project shall be determined to be financially feasible.

Previous edition is obsolete
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Site, Design and Cost Report

U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development

Office of Public and Indian Housing

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 2.5 hours perresponse, including the time forreviewing instructions, searching
existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this
burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Reports Management Officer,
Paperwork Reduction Project (2577-00833), Office of Information Technology, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C. 20410-
3600. This agency may not collect this information, and you are not required to complete this form, unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.

Do not send this form to the above address.

This collection of information is required for developing a public housing project pursuant to HUD regulations 24 CFR 94l. The information will be used to provide
HUDwith sufficient information to enable a determination that funds should or should not be reserved or a contractual commitment made. This information
collection is mandated pursuant to the U.S. Housing Act of 1937. The information requested does not lend itself to confidentiality.

OMB No, 2577-0033 (Exp. = 3)

Prepare and submit in accordance with the Public Housing Development Regulation (24 CFR 941) and Handbook (747.1J1). A separate report is required for
each individual site or a site comprising several contiguous parcels having exhibits and information applicable to all parcels. A summary report is required for
the project as a whole. Where necessary, attach a continuation sheet identifying Part, Section and Items continued.

1. Name of PHA:

3. Project Number

T
P

RERICERNRIE

2. Address of PHA:

4. This reportis:
(a) D the Summary Report for
the project as whole; and/or
(b) [ Jindividual Site Report
Report No. of reports

5. Housing Type and Development Method

{1} Conventional

(2) Turnkey
[—ﬁ‘ {3) Acquisition

(b} Rehabilitation

(a) New Construction

(c) Existing

6. Community:

7. County or Other Similar Area

i 8. Congressional
i District(s)

9. Census Tract{s)/
Enumeration District(s)

10. Locality Map:

For the proposed project as a whole, a map of the locality [ ] is attached identifying each proposed site and the percentage of the population by race

in the census tract. Also located on the map are existing and proposed: (a) public transportation lines serving the site, (b) the principal industrial, commercial, or other areas
proving employing opportunities for project residents, and (c) public schools, community, recreation, health, shopping and other facilities adjacent to and serving the site.

11. Dwelling Units by Household Type and Structure.

As appropriate, enter the number of dwelling units (DUs) proposed by number of bedrooms, structure and household type:

Coi. 1 Col. 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column &
Total DUs Number of Family and Large Family DUs Number of Elderly DUs
Structure No. of (a) {b) (c) (a) (b) (c) (d) (e} (f) (a) {b} {c)
Type 1/ Buildings Total Family Elderly 1-BR 2-BR 3-BR 4-BR 5-BR 6-BR Effic. 1-BR 2-BR
1 D
2 sD i
3 R
4 W
5 E
6 Totals
No.in
7 Line &
For HDEP.
1/Structure Types are: D = Detached, SD = Semi-Detached, R = Row or Townhouse, W = Walk-up, and E = Elevator
12. Areas and Costs of Dwelling and Non-Dwelling Buildings or Spaces
dentify separately for family and for eiderly Gross Square Feet Net Square Feet Total Cost
dwelling and non-dwelling areas and the
costs attributable to the areas. Famity Elderly Family Elderly Family Elderly

(a) Dwelling Space

(b} Non-Dwelling Buildings or Spaces
(1) Management

(2) Maintenance

{3) Community

{4) Other (specity)

(5) Total Non-Dwelling Space

Page 10of 5

form HUD-52651-A (5/94)
ref Handbook 7417.1
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Report Number of Reports for Project Number:
13. Proposed Project Dsvelopment Schedule 14. Certitication
Schedula each processing step for Number of Calendar Days

the propos ed project in the applicable a. The PHA, and Developer if a turnkey project, certifies that

column below. Turnkey PHA Total as applicable, the development and operation of the project wilt
Developer Estimate be carried out in compliance with applicable Fair Housing and
. Estimate Equal Opportunity Requirements - - i.e., Title VI of the Civil
Processing Steps Column (1) Golumn (2) Column (3) Rights Act of 1954 and Executive Order 11083, Titls VIl of the
Civil Rights Act of 1968. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
a. Site Documents Submission 1973, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, Executive Order
7 //A 11246 as amended by Executive Order 11375, Section 3 of the

HUD Act of 1963 and Executive Orders 11625 and 12138.

b. Design Documents Submission

b. Forthe proposed project as awhols, D aplanis attached
including any experience, which addresses:

c. Construction Documents Submission

(1) D Section 3 of the HUD Act of 1968 - - providing

77 7
d. Contract Documents Submission '/////////// % opportunities for trgining and employment of Jower-incqme
residence of the unit oflocal government of the mstropolitan
area (or non-metropolitan county, as determined by HUD)
s. Construction Start in which the project is located and awarding contracts for

work in connection with the project to business concerns
whichare located in or owned in substantial part by persons
residing in such area;

i Construction Compistion

2) D Executive Order 11625 and 12138 - - smployment
minority and womer-owned business enterprises to per-
form work in connection with the development and opera-
tion of the project.

g. PHA Acquisition of Existing

////////
e

.

Part Il - Proposed Site

\

h. Total

1. Site identification and Address 2. Closet Major intersection 3. Source of Site or Property {Check as applicable and identify)
(@) D HUD (CDBG, U.R. 226, stc.)
(6)[ ] Other Fod (VA, etc.)

() [[] PHAOwned

(d) D City, County, State-Owned
(e) [] Private-Owned

4. Dimensions () []Other (Identity)
(a) feet by feet (b} sq. fr. (c) acres
5. Zoning 6. Site Control 8. Site Survey D is attached
(a} Identify existing zoning for the site: {dentify current site control and attach evidence 9. For conventional or acquisition projects PHA obtained

private owner’s offer to sell by:

y : hvitation:
(b} D Zoning recently changed, evidence is attached | (a} D Form(s) HUD-51971 for conventional and = D PHA adveriissment or invitation;

(C)D Zoning is permissive: acquxsmon projects or
(d)[ "] Zoning is not permissive: {b) [T]Other form(s) for turnkey projects (identify): (o) [] Owner's advertisement or listing or other

(1} zoning required: (c} Option expiration date voluntary action

(2} scurce of insurance Title Information (c) D Other

(3} party responsibls for obtaining To demonstrate that good tille can be obtained,

required change: attached are:  (a) D Title opinion or report and

(6)[ "] Recordation plat.
10. Utllities
Service Currently Currently Change I Assurance ; Explain Change
On-Site Off-Site Required Attached |
(1) (2 (8) 4 |
{a) Sanitary Sewer
{b} Water
{c) Gas
(d) Elsctricity
(&) Storm Sewer
(f) Access Strest
{(g) Boundary Streets
(h)Cther (Identify)
Page 2 of 5 form HUD-52651-A (5/94)

ret Handbook 74171
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79407

Report Number of

Reports for Project Number:

11. Site Grades: Indicate the Percent of Area for the Site for Each Grade Range

@___ ()
(b) _________ % areaw/grades 2 through 5% (d)

% area w/grades 0 through 1%

% area w/grades 6 through 10%

% area w/gradss 11% and above.

12. Raintfall: For Low-Lying and Flat Sites, ndicate Level of Rainfall

13. Flood Hazards: Is the Site Within an Area Identified i 14, Earthslides: Does the Hazard of Earthsiides Exist
Either on the Site or on Adjacent or Nearby Land?

Within an Area |dentified by HUD as Having Special

Flood Hazards?
(o) |:| No

a) [] Yes (elaborate) (@) [] Yes (siaborate)

15. Earthquakes: |s the Site a High Risk Area for Earth

quakes?
(&) |:| No (b) |:| No

16. Noise: Is the Site Exposed to Noise in Excess of HUD Standards?

(6) [ No

(a) [] Yes (elaborate)

(a) [] Yes (staborate)
17. History Similar: Is the Site Located Within a Historic District or Similar Location which
may be Subject to Special Environmental Treatment?

(o) [] No

(8) [] Yes (elaborate)

18. Other Environmental Consideration or Comments.A-85 Cleararice Attached 19. Unusual, Existing Site Features
[ Yes [ No (@ [] None (h [] Poor Drainage
() ] cuts (9 [ ] Retaining Walls
(e [] Fi (h) [[] Rock Foundations
(d) D Erosion (i) D High Water Table
() [T] Other (specify)

20. Known Subsurface Conditions

21. Reloccation

(c) Types ot Occupants (d} Total Number

(a)[] Vacant

(e) Eligible for

Assisted Housing ) |:| a statement is attached identifying each occupant by (1)

(no displacemsent) or; (1) Famifies

name; (2) address; (3) whether owner or tenant; (4) typs of
occupant; {5) length of occupancy; and (6) dwelling unit size

(o) [} Oceupied:

A (2) Individuals
(potential displacement)

requirements.

(3} Business Concerns

(9) D the PHA (or developer in the case of turnkey) certifies
that the informational and other notices to occupants will be

,//////////////

(4) XXXXXXXX???

issued as required.

22. Parcells Comprising Site

(a) Parcel (c) Option (d) Area (s} Improvement (g) Asking
Number (b) Parcel Address/Identification Exp. Date |{Square Fest) () Type (@) Use (f) Conditions Price
¢
Page 3 of 5 form HUD-52651-A (5/94)

ref Handbook 7417.1
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Report Number of Reports for Project Number:

23. Remarks 24. Area of site

(a} Area to be purchased

(b) Area to be donated

(c) Total Area of Site

(d} Deductions

(e) Net Buildable Area
25. Demolition Required

(8) [[] NonelInvolved
(b) [[] Number of Dwelling Units

{c) D Number of Nondwelling Structures

Part lll - Proposed Design

Proposed Gross Density 2. No. of Parking Spaces 3. No. of Stories/Buildings | 4. No. of Elevators ! 5. Structural System
{a) DUs per Acre {
(b) _________ Total Population/Acre 6. Floor System 7. Extetior Finish 8. Heating System
(¢} Number of Adults/Acre
(d) Number of Minors/Acre 9. Air Conditioning 10. Type of Foundation
(e) DUs [] siab or Grade [] Crawi Space [ ] Partial Basement [ | Fullbasement

-

. Depth of Detail: The attached project description exhibits fultill public housing program requirements for (a) [] proposal submission; (b} D design document submission;

or (c) [ ] construction document submission.

12. Attachment |dentification: The attachments to this report are: (a) D identical for and for and represent all sites in this proposed projsct; (b) D limited only to the property

proposed for this site; or (c) D applicable to the various site as describad in an attachments’ cover sheets.
13. Utility Combination: A revised Comparative Analysis of Utility Costs, form HUD-51994; (a) D is attached; (b) D is not attached.

14. New Construction Project: Attached are (a Outline Specitication, form HUD-5087; {b Site Plan; and {c}) Schematic drawings to identity proposed typical features.
P P!

&l

. Rehabilitation or Existing Housing Project: Attachedare: {a) D Preliminary Work Write-ups; (b} [:| Photographs and (c) (1) [:] Forone-to-four tamily properties, Underwriting
Report, Form HUD-92800.3 (as applicable through item 22}; or (c) (2) D for a property of five more units, Outline Specification, form HUD-5087.

o

Rehabilitation or Existing Housing Project: The following shows the annual income for the property, which includes the indicated equipment and services, over the last twelve
months:

16 (a) "As Is” or Befors Rehabilitation (Annual income Last 12 Months}

18 (b) Equipment and Services included in Rent.

(1) Number (2) Living (4} Monthly Annual Rent
of each area (3) Composition Rent (5) Income | (6) Received
type of (Squars F1) of Units per Unit Received in full Other Items Included in Rent:
Unit Cccupancy
$ $ $ {1) Range (Gas or Electricity}

(@

Refrigsrator {Gas or Electricity)

(3) Attic Fan

(4) Laundry Facilities

(5} Venetian Blinds

(6) Water {Cold)

{7) Water (Hot)

(8) Gas

(9) Electricity

10) Space Heatl
(a) Total Rentals Eamily Units (100 S

(11} Janitor Service

Other Income (Specif
o © (Specify) (12} Air Conditioning

(13) Ground Maintenance

(14) Garbage or Rubbish Removal
Total Other Income

{15) Other (Specify)

|

Page 4 of 5 form HUD-52651-A (5/94)
ref Handbook 7417.1
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Report Number of

Reports for Project Number:

Part IV - Proposed Construction Cost/Price

Section A. Construction Cost/Developer’s Price Description

1. Applicability: The cost/price in this part: (a) [:‘ is the Summary Report for Project Number and shows the total construction cost or developer’s price for the

proposed project as a whole; or (b) D applies only to individual site Report Number of Reports for Project Number

2. I|dentification: The cost/priceis: (a for a new construction or rehabilitation project and is based on construction costs as of whichis: (1 the PHA proposal submission
proj prop!

date or (2) |:] the deadline date specified in the turnkey request for proposals; or (b) D for acquisition of existing units.

Section B. Construction Cost/Developer's Price Statement (The following is a statement of propesed construction cost/developer’s price.)

ltems i {a)Develpoer's Price ] (b) PHA Cost ‘ (c) Total Cost

Site Improvements
1. Unusual Site Improvements
2. Normal Site Improvements
3. Total Site Improvements (Account 1450)
Structures and Equipment
4. Dwelling Structure (Account 1460)
5. Dwaelling Equipment (Account 1460}
8. Subtotal D, C and E
7. Non-Dwelling Structures (Account 1470}
8. Non-Dwelling Equipment {Account 1475)
9. Subtotal Non-Dwelling Structures and Equipment
10. Total Structures and Equipment {Sum of Lines 6 and 9)
11. Total Construction Cost (Sum of Lines 3 and 10)
12. Architect's fee - Design at percent.
13. Architect's Fee Developer at psrcent.

Supervisory: PHA at percent.
14, Total for all improvements

(Sum of Lines 11, 12 and 13)
15. Cost per Gross Square Foot $ per sq. ft.

16. Estimated Construction Time

months

Other (Turnkey only)

17. Construction Financing:
intereston $ at % for months

18. State or Local Taxes

19. Titls and Recording Fess

20. Closing Costs

2

=

. Developer's Fes and Overhead

2

™~

Total for Other

Site Acquisition square foet
23. Site/Existing Property {Account 1440.1) $

psr sq. ft.

Total
24. Total Construction Cost/Price

25. Average Cost per Dwelling Unit (LIne 24 divided by Number of Dwelling Units)

Part V - Signature
The information contained herein and in any attachments is true and correct and to the best knowledge of the signatory entities.

Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or ¢ivil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31 U.8.C. 3729,3802)

Prepared for PHA: (1) D as Turnkey proposal; pr (2} D by PHA Architect/Other (Spscify)

Name & Address of Entity:

Name & Title of Autharized Representative:

Typed Name & Title of Authorized PHA Official:

Signature of Representative & Dats:

X

form HUD-52651-A (5/94)
Page5of 5 ref Handbook 7417.1
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Instructions for Form HUD-52651-A
Site, Design and Cost Report

1.

Purpose: When the PHA is preparing to submit a PHA Proposal for a Public
Housing Project (PHA Proposal), Form HUD-52483-A, the Site, Design and
Cost Report, Form HUD-52651-A, is the principal attachment used to delin-
eate components of the proposed project. This formis also usedto summarize
the submission of site documents when the project involves 1-4 family
properties under the conventional or acquisition developmental methods.

. Prepared by: Form HUD-52651-A Site, Design and Cost Report, is prepared

by the PHA and its architect under the conventional and acquisition methods.
Under the turnkey method, Form HUD-52651-A is initially prepared by
prospective developers as part of their turnkey proposal. By signing the form,
the PHA formally incorporates it into its PHA proposal which is submitted to
HUD. Only one turnkey proposal is permitied for each PHA proposal.

. Number: Original and one more copies. (Note: The Form HUD-52651-A, itself,

calls for attachments).

. Distribution: A turnkey developer shall submit the original and at least one

copy of Form HUD-52651-A to the PHA with all attachments as part of a
turnkey proposal. The Developer's Packet may specify a greater number of
copies to be submitted to the PHA. A PHA shall attach the original to the original
of its PHA Proposal which is submitted to the applicable HUD Field Office and
shall retain the copy with a copy of its PHA Proposal in its files. A PEA may
alsoberequested by the Field Office tosubmitadditional copies of its proposal.
if the Field Office plans to request any additional copies of the proposal form
the PHA, the Field Office should advise the PHA to specify a sufficientnumber
of turnkey proposals in the Developer's Packet.

. Instructions for Preparation: The Site, Design and Cost Report (Form HUD-

52651-A)is to be prepared inaccordance with the public housing development

regulation (24 CFR-941) and Handbook 7417.1 by either the PHA (Conven-

tional and Acquisition methods) of the turnkey developer (Turnkey method).

Exceptfor conventional or acquisition projects involving 1-4 family properties,

aseparate Form and HUD-52651-A is to be submitted for each individual site

or a site comprising several contiguous parcels having common exhibits or
other information. In addition, a Form HUD-52651-A (Parts 1,1V and V}is to be
submitted summarizing the project as a whole.

For convential or acquisition projects involving 1-4 family properties, a Form

HUD-52651-A with Partl, ltems 1-11, Part 1V and Part V completed shall be

submitted summarizing the site documents for each group of properties being

proposed. Each part should indicate the total of all properties approved or
submitted to date. The following attachments are required with each group of
properties submitted to HUD for approval:

a. Offers of Sale of Real Property and Purchase Agreements (executed
Forms HUD-51971-1 and II).

b. Neighborhood Map designating properties previously approved by HUD
and acquired by the PHA and the properties currently being submitted for
HUD approval.

¢. Appraisal (Form HUD-92800-3)

d. Workwrite-ups for properties to be rehabilitated and repair descriptions for
those requiring only minor repairs.

e. Astatementof how each property was identified and whether itis currently
occupied by an owner or tenant.

Specific instructions for completing each item follow. If there is insufficient

space on the form, a continuation sheet may be used which clearly identifies

the material by Part, Section, and item number,

Part I-General

Item 1. State the legal name of the PHA.

item 2. State the complete mailing address of the PHA.

Item 3. Complete the project number, if known.

ltem 4. Check the box whichindicates thatthis is an individual and/or asummary
report, and complete the data.

ltem 5. Check only one box to identify the proposed housing type and selected
development method for the proposed project.

Iltem 6. State the name of the community in which the project is proposed to be
located. A community (formerly referred to as a locality) is defined as
municipality or other general purpose political subdivision below the
country level (e.g., city, town, township).

Item 7. State the name of any applicable county or similar area of jurisdiction
(broader than the community) in which the project is proposed to be
located:

iftem 8. Ifknown, identify each Congressional district withinwhich the projectwill
be located.

Line a.
Line b.

Item 10

Item 11

Line c.

Line d.

Line e.

Line f.

Line 9.
Line h.

Line b.

ltem 8. Ifknown, identify each Census Tractor Enumeration Districtwithin which

the project will be located.

A locality map which identifies the items listed shouid be attached to the
summary report only.

Complete the table as appropriate toindicate the number of dwelling units
(DU's) proposed for the site by structure type, household type and
number of bedrooms. Also show the number of buildings for each
structure type. The sums of family units (Column 4) and those for the
elderly (Column 5) should be stated as totals in Column 3 as appropriate.
The grand totals should be shown on Line 8. Line 7 should show the
number of units included on line 6 for occupancy by the handicapped.

Thestructure types are defined as follows:: (a) Detached (D): Astructure which
consists of a single living unit and is surrounded by permanent open spaces;
(b) Semi-Detached {SD): A structure containing two living units separated by
acommonvertical wall: (c) Row (R): A structure containing three or more living
units, each separated by vertical walls, and generally having individual
entrances and interior stairs; (d) Walk-up (W): A multi-leve! low-rise structure
containing two or more living units, each separated horizontally (ceiling/floor)
and by vertical walls; (e) Elevator (E): Any high-rise structure for which an
elevator is required under the Minimum Property Standards (MPS) or local
building codes,

The summary report mustindicate the sum total of the dwelling units from all
the individual reports.

ltem 12. |dentify the areas for each of the space types listed. The summary report

must indicate the sum total of the areas from all of the individual reports.

Item 13, Enter the estimated number of calendar days in each box depending on

the development method. The summary report shall indicate the time
estimate which is the longest of the individual reports. Any estimates in
excess of the amounts established as Standard Processing Times
(SPTs) shall be accompanied by a jurisdiction of the extra time required.

a. Turnkey. The turnkey developer shall enter estimates in cofumn (1). The
PHA shall complete the estimate by entering the number of days to
complete its part of the processing in column (2). The PHA shall enter the
total of columns (1) and (2) in column (3). Enter the information on each lime
as follows:

No entries are made on this line for the turnkey method.

No entries are made on this line if this stage is to be bypassed; i.e., the
design documents are being incorporated with the proposal or the
construction documents. Otherwise enter the number of days required
form HUD approval of the PHA proposal to developer submission of the
designdocuments to HUD (Col. 2). (The Total (Col. 3) should notexceed
the SPT of 60 days).

Enter the number of days from HUD approval of the design documents
(or PHA proposal if the design documents stage is to be bypassed) to
turnkey developer submission of the construction dacuments tothe PHA
(Col. 1) and PHA submission of the construction documents to HUD
(Col.2) (The Total (Col. 3) should not exceed the SPT of 90 or 120 days).
The PHA (Col. 3} shall enter the number of days from HUD approval of
the construction documents to the date of the contract of sale conference
(SPT 30 days).

The developer shall enter the number of days from execution of the
Contract of Sale to start of construction (Col. 1) The PHA shall enter the
number of days from the contract of sale conference to execution of the
Contract of Sale, if not signed at contract of sale conference, (Col. 2).
The PHA shall transfer only the number of days in Col. (2) to Col. (3). There
are no SPTs for these actions because the Contract of sale is presumed to be
executed atthe contractof sale conference and construction startis presumed
at the execution of the Contract of Sale.

The turnkey developer shall enter the number of days required from
execution of the Contract of Sale to completion of construction or
rehabilitation. {Cols. 1 and 3}. (No SPT)

No entries are made on this line for the turnkey method.
The PHA shall enter the sum of the horizontal totals in column (3} only.

b. Conventional. The PHA shall enter estimates for each processing stage
in column (3) only:

Line a. Enter the number of days from HUD approval of the PHA proposal to

submission of the site documents.

No entries are made on this line if design documents are being incorpo-
rated with the PHA proposal or construction documents (design docu-
ment stage bypassed). Otherwise enter the number of days required
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from HUD approval of the PHA proposal to submission of the design
documents. (SPT 60 days)

Line c. Enter the number of days from HUD approval of the design documents
(or PHA proposal if the design document stage is to be bypassed) to
submission of the construction documents. (SPT 90 or 120 days)

Line d. Enterthenumber ofdays required from HUD approval of the construction
documents to PHA submission of the contact award documents. (SPT
60 days)

Line e. Enter the number of days required from HUD approval of the contract
award documents to issuance of the Notice to Proceed. (No SPT
established for this step)

Linef. Enter the estimated number of days from issuance of the Notice to
Proceed to completion or rehabilitation.

Line g. No entries are made on this line for the conventional method.
Line h. Enter the total of all amounts in column (3) except line a.
¢. Acquisition. The PHA shall enter estimates for each processing stage in
column (3) only:

Line a. Enter the number of days from HUD approval of the PHA proposal to
submission of the site documents. Omit this line if the projectinvolves 1-
4 family (single-family) units.

Line b-e. No entries required on these lines for the acquisiton method.

Line f.  Enter the number of days from HUD approval of the last site document
to completion of repair work on the last unit.

Line g. for projects involving 1-4 family units, enter number of days required to
submit site documents on all properties. (SPT is one year to acquire all
properties)

Line h. Enter the total of all amounts in column (3) including line a.

Item 14. By signing this Report, the PHA {all methods) and the turnkey developer
(Turnkey method) each certifies as started; and to the summary report
each shall attach the plan addressing the two areas described.

Part li-Proposed Site
Indicate the report number and project number (if known) at the top of each page.

Item 1. Enter the address of the site or other descriptive information especially
if the site is located in a rural area.

ltem 2. Major intersecting streets or roads may provide further identification of
the site.

item 3. Check the appropriate box which identifies the present owner of the site.

tem 4. Enter the dimensions if known or an estimate. If dimensions are
inappropriate, enter irregular. Calculate the total square foot and acres
in the site.

ltem 8. Identify the current zoning of the site and check the box indicating
whether the zoning was recently changed (if so, attach the evidence) and
whether the zoning will permit the intended use ar not. If not, indicate the
zoning required, the basis for believing that proper zoning can be
secured, and the party responsible for obtaining it.

Iltem 6. Check the appropriate box and attach form HUD-51971-l or other
evidence of control or ownership depending on development method.
enter the option expiration date or the earliest date if there is more than
one parcel involved.

ltem 7. Check the two boxes as areminder that the two pieces oftitle information
are to be attached. Title information shall be in the form of a title opinion
or report and a recordation plat to demonstrate that good title can be
obtained and that there will be no encumbrances which would interfere
with the development ofthe proposed project. At thetime of transfer, title
must be good and marketable, and free of any mortgage, lease, lien or
other ecumbrances, stich as use or building restrictions, zoning ordi-
nances, easements, or rights-of-way which would affect the value or
proposed use of site.

Item 8. Check the box as a reminder to submita survey of the site (to Include all
the parcels in this report). A "transit survey*” shall be prepared by a
surveyor or engineer, drawn to a scale of one inch ta forty feet (1" =40') or
larger, showing;

a. the North point, property lines, and dimensions;

. the community, county, and State in which the property is located, and the
lot and block number of the property and adjacent properties;

. the location and dimensions of all fights-of-way easements;
. contours indicating current grades;
. an outline and dimensions of any existing structures;

the location and size of utilities; and

o

™ ® Q O

g. the location of any known subsurface conditions.

ltem 9. For conventional or acquisition projects only, explain how site was
located. Check the appropriate box and if lines (a) and (b) are not
appropriate, explain the circumstances on line (c).

item 10. Explainthe status of utility services to the site. Check the appropriate box
to indicate if the service is presently available (show "Not Applicable” if
appropriate). If a change to the existing status will be required i.e.,
extension, relocation, improvement or increased capacity, explain the
change and attach a written assurance from the responsible local
agency that funds are available and the work will be completed in time
to serve the proposed project.

ltem 11. Complete as applicable.

iftem 12. Complete as applicable indicating whether any special drainage, etc.
requirements are anticipated.

ltem 13-17 If any of these conditions are present, explain the circumstances,
extent or source of the hazard and what steps will be taken to mitigate
potential damaging effects on the project, residents or the environment.

Item 18. Indicate any other environmental considerations applicable to the site
and any state or local restrictions above and beyond HUD requirements.
Provide a similar as in items 13-17. Attach A-95 clearance if abtained.
Advance A-95 clearance is recommended, but not required. HUD will
obtain it during its processing if it is not attached.

Item 19. Check the appropriate box (or boxes) which describes any unusual site
features. If none, check box {a). Usebox (e} to listothers notshown such
as surface rock, creeks, heavily forested, steep slopes, or power lines.

ftem 20. Where any problems are known or suspected, describe the problem and
the results of any preliminary examination indicating that the adverse
conditions can be overcome. State the nature and extent of required
corrective actions.

ltem 21. [f the site is vacant, check the box (a) and proceed to item 22. if the site
is occupied, check the box (b} and provide additional information.
Indicate the total number of various types of occupants whichwould need
to be relocated. for purposes of this Report, individuals are single
persons without dependents and are not considered families. Indicate
“NotApplicable” ifany occupanttypeis not presenton this site. Indicating
the number of families and individuals in box (e) which are eligible for
assisted housing provides a means to estimate relocation expenses
without violating their privacy. Check box (f) as areminder to attach the
information statement with the required elements. By checking box (g}
the PHA or turnkey developer recognizes the obligation to provide the
appropriate notifications to occupants as required by HUD,

ltem 22. If the site consists of more than one parcel, devise a number system to
identify each parcel on a separate line in column (a). Provide further
identification of each parcel in column (b) such as street address,
owner's name, or an obvious physical feature and, for properties to be
acquired "as is” or rehabilitated, show the year builtin column {b). Insert
the option expiration date in column (¢} calculated from the information
on the site control document. Show the total square foot area for each
parcel in column {d). in column (e} indicate the types of improvements
and future use of any improvements on each parcel by the following
codes: In column (g) (1) Type, show D = Dwelling or N = Nondwelling;
In column{e) (2) Use, show V = Vacantiand (no improvements) A = Use
as is, D = will be demolished, R = will be rehabilitated. Enter one or more
code letters for each parcel in columns (e) (1) and (e} (2). Indicate by
checking column {f} that there are special conditions involving the
acquisition of the parcel such as title problems, condemnation expected,
relocation invoived or any unusual situation, such as currently owned by
PHA. Explain the condition in Item 23. Insert the asking price in column
(g) from the site control document. If the parcel wilf be donated, indicate
this in column (g) also.

Item 23. Cite any state, local or regional plans (including Housing Assistance
Plans) which served as the basis for selecting the proposed site. Also
state the reason for recommending exclusion of any parcels fromthe site
and any other acquisition difficulties or conditions. Identify any proposed
condition of purchase which should be included in the Purchase agres-
ment, Form HUD-51971-If.

Item 24. Indicate the total square feet and acres acquired by the various means
listed, Acquisition by condemnation should be shown as a purchase.
Vacated area owned by a public entity should be shown as a donation.
The total area of the site should not be greater than the total of lines (a)
and (b), and should be the same as the total area of the parcels identified
inltem 22, as well as streets, @asements and unbuildable land. Theresult
of subtracting line (d) from Line (c) is the net buildable are of the site.

form HUD-52651-A (5/94)
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ltem 25. Summarize any demolition by checking the appropriate box and indicat-
ing the total number of dwelling units or non-dwelling structures to be
demolished.

Part lll-Proposed Design

Item 1. Enter the various density factors requested based on the dwelling units
planned for this site only.

Items 2-10. Provide the information requested for the building or units on this site
only.

Item 11. Check the appropriate box which will indicate if design or construction
documents are included as part of the proposal instead of schematics.
If (b) or (c) is checked, attach the documents required by Handbook
74171, complete items 12 and 13 only and proceed to Part V.

ltem 12. If the plans, specifications and other attachments are identical for all
sites, they need only be attached to the first report. If they are applicable
to some sites but not all, enclose a cover sheetidentifying each site and
they need not be attached to more than one report.

Item 13. If the prepared Form HUD-51994, Analysis of Utility costs, is not to be
used, a revised one must be attached and the box checked.

Item 14. For new construction projects only, check the boxes as a reminder to
attach the three items shown;

a. acompleted Outline Specification (Form HUD-5087)

b. asite plan {(schematic drawing) based on available topographical informa-
tion and known subsurface soil conditions which identifies:

(1) the outline and dimensions of each structure (dwelling and non-dwaelling};

(2) the existing and proposed locations of streets, easements, and utilities
(e.g. telephone, water, sewerage, gas, electric);

(3) the distance of utilities from the site boundary;

(4) proposed foundations, building grades, drainage swales, and extent of
grading required; and

(5) the proposed placement of trees and shrubs, and primary land uses such

as placement of buildings, play fields, tot lots, conversational groupings
and parking or other paved areas.

c. schematic drawings which identify:
(1) typical building elevations;
(2) typical building floor plans for each structure type, showing the gross
square feet of floor area, and the area for each type of non-dwelling space;
(3) typical floor and wall sections, mechanical features and equipment; and
(4) typical unit floor plans for each size and structure type.
ltem 15. For rehabilitation and acquisition of existing housing projects, check the
boxes as a reminder to attach the three items shown:
a. preliminary work write-ups to describe the extent and nature of work
required to rehabilitate or repair each property.
b. photographs of typical interior and exterior buildings and units fo ilustrate
the extent of rehabilitation or repairs required.
¢. for one-to-four family properties, Form HUD-92800-3 (as applicabie
through item 22), or for rehabilitation of properties of 5 or more units, a
completed Outline Specification, form HUD-5087.
ltem 16. Complete the information requested for each property "as is". Compo-
sition refers to number of bedrocoms, number of bathrooms, variations in
size or other features which may vary the existing rent structure. Check
the items of equipment and services included in the existing monthly rental.
Part IV-Proposed Construction Cost/Price
Section A: Construction Cost/Developer's Price Descriptipon
Item 1. Indicate whether this is the summary or an individual site report by
checking the appropriate box and completing the data. If only one site is
involved, a summary report is not necessary.
ltem 2. Check the appropriate box and enter the appropriate date.
Section B: Construction Cost/Developer's Price Statement
1. Enter estimated cost amounts for each line item based on the development
method as follows:
a. Turnkey method. The turnkey developer shall enter amounts in column (a)
for costs which will incur. The PHA shall enter its costs over and above the

turnkey developer’s costs in column (b). The PHA shall total the amounts
n (a) and (b) for each item and enter it in column (c).

b. Conventional method. The PHA shall enter the estimated costs itwill incur
for each item in column (c). No entries should be made for items under
"Other”.

¢. Acquisition method. The PHA shall enter its costs in column (c). Line 11
should not be more than 10% of the estimated total development cost of
the project. No entries should be made for items under "Other*.

2. The amounts for items 1 through 11 are based on the prevailing Davis-Bacon
wage rates and include any applicable social security and sales taxes,
insurance and bond premiums, and a pro rata share of the contractor's fee
(profitand overhead). The cost/price should be stated in terms of actual cost,
without contingency, since an amount for contingency will be included in the
Development Cost Budget provided to the PHA by the area Office with the
proposal approval letter.

3. The "Other" items are to be calculated as follows for turnkey projects only:

a. Construction Financing. Indicate the amount of the Construction loan,
the interest rate and the number of months of construction time and enter
in column (a) the amount for construction financing.

b. State or local taxes. Enter an anticipated amount for any state or local
taxes except real property taxes. The turnkey price at settiement will be
adjusted for any real property taxes paid by the developer during construction.

c. Title and recording fees, closing costs, and developer's fee. The
amount for these items shall be entered as appropriate.

4. Enter the amount for site acquisition. Since this amount is subject to HUD
appraisal, it may be the asking price or an estimate of value.

5. The following is a brief description of the accounts relating to construction
costs:

a. Site Acquisition (Account 1440.1). The account includes the amounts
for land and existing improvements. Any amounts for condemnation and
for the value of property donated are also included.

b. Site Improvements (Account 1450). This account includes the amount
for normal site improvements (e.g., demolition, grading, utility installation,
streets, parking and other paved areas, structural playground facilities and
landscaping) and the amount for any special improvements required
because of unusual site conditions {e.g., abnormal excavation resulting
from unusual subsoil conditions, and excess foundation work such as
pilings, caissons and underpinnings).

c. Dwelling Construction (Account 1460). This accountincludes the cost
for normal foundations, structural framing and interior and exterior finish,
closets, other occupant storage areas, and certain common spaces such
as entrances, corridors, lobbies, janitorial closets, and laundry, heating
and equipment spaces. Costs of major systems and equipment such as
plumbing, electrical heating and air conditioning within units are included
as well as the cost of elevators and related equipment. Builtin equipment
such as counters, cabinets, cupboards and shelving are also included.

d. Dwelling Equipment (Account 1465). This accountincludes the cost of
ranges, refrigerators, shades, screens or similar equipment provided in
dwelling structures.

e. Nondwelling Construction (Account 1470). This accountincludes the
costs formanagement, maintenance and community space or structures.
Community space includes social, recreational, health and child care
facilities. All necessary builtin equipment and plumbing, heating, ventilat-
ing and electrical systems are included in these costs.

f. Nondwelling Equipment (Account 1475). This account costs for all mov-
able equipment required for management, maintenance, and community
spaces.

Part V-Signature

1. Ifthe formwas preparedfor the PHA by the turnkey developer or PHA architect

ordevelopment manager, the preparer shall complete the entity and represen-
tative identification and sign and date the form.

2. The PHA official shall provide name, title, signature and date as requested.

3. Thesignatories complete these entries with full knowledge of the certification

being provided and the penalties which may be imposed on persons or
organizations for improper or false statements or information.
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[FR Doc. 00-32220 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-33-C

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-4562—-N-10]

Notice of Submission of Proposed
Information Collection to OMB
Application Kit—HUD Urban Scholars
Fellowships Program

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant

Secretary for Policy Development and
Research, HUD.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The proposed information
collection requirement described below
has been submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
emergency review and approval, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act. The Department is soliciting pubic
comments on the subject proposal.
DATES: Comments Due Date: December
26, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit comments regarding
this proposal. Comments must be
received within seven (7) days from the
date of this Notice. Comments should
refer to the proposal by name and
should be sent to: Reports Liaison
Officer, Office of Policy Development
and Research, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, 451 7th Street,
SW., Room 8126, Washington, DC
20410.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jane
Karadbil, Office of University
Partnerships—telephone (202) 708—
1537, extension 5918. This is not a toll-
free number. Copies of available
documents submitted to OMB may be
obtained from Ms. Karadbil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
Notice informs the public that the
Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) has submitted to
OMB, for emergency processing, an
information collection package with
respect to a proposed Notice of Funding
Availability for the HUD Urban Scholars
Fellowship Program. HUD seeks to
implement this initiative as soon as
possible.

The HUD Urban Scholars Fellowship
Program seeks to encourage recent
Ph.D.s to undertake research now, and
throughout their careers, on research
topics of interest to HUD.
Approximately 10 fellows will be
selected with Fiscal Year 2000 funds.

Submission of the information
required under this information
collection is mandatory in order to

compete for and receive the benefits of
the program. All materials submitted are
subject to the Freedom of Information
Act and can be disclosed upon request.
An agency may not conduct or sponsor,
and a person is not required to respond
to, a collection of information unless the
collection displays a valid control
number. The OMB control number,
when assigned, will be announced by a
separate notice in the Federal Register.

The Department has submitted the
proposal for the collection of
information, as described below, to
OMB for review, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35):

(1) Title of the information collection
proposal:

Application Kit—HUD Urban
Scholars Fellowship Program

(2) Summary of the collection of
information:

Each applicant for this program
would be required to submit current
information, as listed below as:

(A) SF-424, Application for Federal
Assistance. Include the name and
address of the person authorized to
execute the grant agreement in Block 5.
Include the institution’s tax ID number
in Block 6. The Catalogue of Federal
Domestic Assistance number for the
program is 14.518. The form should be
signed by the appropriate university
official.

(B) Applicant information including:

(1) Title of the research project;

(2) Applicant’s name, university and
home addresses, university and home
telephone and facsimile numbers, and
email address;

(3) Applicant’s university name,
department, mailing address, telephone
and facsimile numbers.

(4) Applicant’s advisor’s name,
address, telephone and facsimile
number;

(5) Applicant’s mentor’s name,
address, telephone and facsimile
number;

(6) Graduate and post-graduate
education.

(C) A letter from the chair of the
applicant’s department that he/she has
met all the eligibility criteria.

(D) A letter from the appropriate
official that describes the support from
the applicant’s university.

(E) A letter from the applicant’s
mentor stating his/her qualifications to
be the applicant’s mentor and his/her
proposed role in the research project.

(F) A one-page abstract of the research
project.

(G) A narrative of the proposed
research, not to exceed 10 double-
spaced typed pages. This narrative must
include the following in the following
order:

(1) Statement of the problem;

(2) Research design and methodology;

(3) Policy relevance of the research;

(4) How the research will add to the
current knowledge base.

(H) A working bibliography of the
proposed project.

(I) An annotated bibliography, e.g., a
two- or three-sentence annotation for
ten to twelve key sources in the working
bibliography.

(J) List of the applicant’s publications:
books, refereed journal articles, chapters
contributed to books, articles in
published proceedings, and any other
articles.

(K) List of presentations made and
posters exhibited during the last five
years.

(L) Grants and awards received during
the last five years.

(M) Teaching load during the last five
years.

(N) Four to six letters of reference.

(O) A proposed budget.

(3) Description of the need for the
information and its proposed use:

To appropriately determine which
applicants should be awarded HUD
Urban Scholars Fellowships, certain
information is necessary about the
applicant’s research project and
qualifications.

(4) Description of the likely
respondents, including the estimated
number of likely respondents, and
proposed frequency of response to the
collection of information:

Respondents will PhDs with academic
appointments at institutions of higher
education. Fellows will also be expected
to prepare and submit progress reports
half-way through their fellowships and
a final report.

The estimated number of respondents
submitting applications is 100. The
proposed frequency of the response to
the collection of information is one-
time. The application need only be
submitted once. The estimated number
of respondents to the monitoring
requirements is 10.

(5) Estimate of the total reporting
burden that will result from the
collection of information:

Reporting Burden: Number of
respondents: 100 for applicants; 10 for
monitoring requirements.

Total burden hours: 32 hours per
respondent for applications; 12 hours a
year per respondent for monitoring
requirements.

Total Estimated Burden Hours: 3,320.

Authority: Section 3507 of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35,
asa amended.
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Dated: December 12, 2000.
Susan M. Wachter,

Assistant Secretary for Policy Development

and Research.

[FR Doc. 00-32306 Filed 12—-18-00 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4210-62-M

competition for funding under the
Fiscal Year 2000 Notice of Funding
Availability (NOFA) for the Indian
Housing Drug Elimination Program
(IHDEP). This announcement contains
the consolidated names and addresses
of the award recipients under the

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND

URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No.—4574—-FA-03]

Announcement of Funding Awards for
the Indian Housing Drug Elimination
Program for Fiscal Year 2000

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Public and Indian

Housing, HUD.

ACTION: Announcement of funding

awards.

IHDEP.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
questions concerning the Indian
Housing Drug Elimination Program
awards, contact Tracy Outlaw of Native
Programs, Denver Program Office, 1999
Broadway, Suite 3390, Denver, CO
80202, telephone (303) 675-1600 (this is
not a toll-free number) or the Indian
Housing Drug Elimination Program
Resource Center at 1-800—-839-5561.
Hearing or speech-impaired individuals
may access this number via TTY by
calling the toll-free Federal Information
Relay Service at 1-800-877-8339.

SUMMARY: In accordance with Section
102(a)(4)(C) of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development
Reform Act of 1989, this announcement
notifies the public of funding decisions
made by the Department in a

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
program provides grants to Indian tribes
and tribally designated housing entities
(TDHES) to eliminate drugs and drug-
related crime in American Indian and
Alaskan Native communities.

The FY 2000 awards announced in
this Notice were selected for funding in
a competition announced in a NOFA
published in the Federal Register on
Thursday, May 11, 2000 (65 FR 30502).
Applications were scored and selected
for funding based on the selection
criteria in that Notice and a national
competition.

The amount appropriated in FY 2000
to fund IHDEP was $22 million in FY
1999 ($11 million) and FY 2000 ($11 for
million) in funds was awarded to tribes
and TDHESs under the IHDEP. In
accordance with Section 102(a)(4)(C) of
the Department of Housing
Development Reform Act of 1989 (103
Stat. 1987, 42 U.S.C. 3545), the
Department is publishing the names,
addresses, and amounts of the 57
awards made under the national
competition in appendix A to this
document.

Dated: December 13, 2000.
Milan Ordinec,

Acting General Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Public and Indian Housing.

AWARDED APPLICANTS—FY2000 INDIAN HOUSING DRUG ELIMINATION PROGRAM

Applicant name Contact Address City State Zip code Funding Units

1. Kodiak Island Housing Au- | Susan Russell ....... 3137 Mill Bay Road | Kodiak ................... AK 99615 $184,800 308
thority.

2. Calista Corporation ............. Matthew Nicolai ..... 301 Calista Court .. | Anchorage ............. AK 99518-3028 695,760 1,338

3. North Pacific Rim Housing Olen Harris ............ 8300 King Street ... | Anchorage ............. AK 99518-3066 141,600 236
Authority.

4. Cook Inlet Housing Author- | Carol Gore ............. 3510 Spenard Rd., | Anchorage ............. AK 99503 274,200 457
ity. St. 201.

5. Bristol Bay Housing Author- | David McClure ....... P.O. Box 50 ........... Dillingham .............. AK 99576 184,800 308
ity.

6. Tlingit Haida Regional Blake Kazama ....... P.O. Box 32237, Juneau ..o AK 99803-2237 309,053 612
Housing Authority. 5446 Jenkins

Drive.

7. San Carlos Housing Author- | Eugene Duncan .... | P.O. Box 740 ......... Peridot ........cccccee. AZ 85542 389,292 888
ity.

8. Gila River Housing Author- | Charles Rogers ..... P.O. Box 528 ......... Sacaton ................. AZ 85247 633,000 1,055
ity.

9. Navajo Nation .........ccccec..... Kelsey Begaye ...... P.O. Box 9000 ....... Window Rock ........ AZ 86515 | 3,000,000 7,446

10. White Mountain Apache Victor Velasquez ... | P.O. Box 1270 ....... Whiteriver .............. AZ 85941 748,800 1,248
Housing Authority.

11. Salt River Community Valjean 10177 E. Osborn Scottsdale .............. AZ 85256 282,600 471
Housing Division. Calnimptewa. Road.

12. All Mission Indian Housing | Sharon Herrera ..... 365 West 2nd Escondido .............. CA 92025 296,400 494
Authority. Street, Suite 203.

13. Round Valley Indian Hous- | Clifford Sloan ......... P.O. Box 682 ......... Covelo .....cceveeennee. CA 95428 68,400 114
ing Authority.

14. Fort Independence Tribe .. | Vernon Miller ......... P.O. Box 67 ........... Independence ........ CA 93526 25,000 12

15. Southern Ute Housing Au- | Kevin Wilson ......... P.O. Box 447 ......... Ignacio ...........c...... CO 81137 111,329 208
thority.

16. Seminole Tribe of Florida | James Billie 6300 Stirling Road | Hollywood . FL 33024 280,200 467

17. Nez Perce Tribal Housing | Cielo Gibson P.O. Box 188 ......... Lapwai ......ccocevueene ID 83540 172,200 287
Authority.

18. Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Bernard Bouschor | 2218 Shunk Road Sault Ste. Marie .... | Ml 49783 259,200 432
Chippewa Indians TDHE.

19. Grand Traverse Band of Dora Willis ............. 2605 NW Bay Peshawbestown .... | Ml 49682 36,000 60
Ottawa and Chippewa Indi- Shore Drive.
ans.

20. Bay Mills Indian Commu- L. John Lufkins ...... 12140 W. Lake- Brimley ........cc.c... Ml 49715 123,000 205
nity Housing Authority. shore Drive.
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21. Red Lake Reservation Jane Barrett ........... P.O. Box 219, Red Lake ............... MN 56671 286,200 477
Housing Authority. Highway 1 East.

22. Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe | Raymond Kegg ..... 43408 Odena Drive | Onamia .................. MN 56359 81,000 135
Housing Authority.

23. Leech Lake Housing Au- Harry Entwistle ...... Cass Lake ............. Cass ....cocvciieennn. MN 56633 282,000 470
thority.

24. White Earth Reservation Doyle Turner ......... P.O. Box 418 ......... White Earth ........... MN 56591 220,800 368
Tribal Council.

25. Choctaw Housing Author- | Morris Carpenter ... | P.O. Box 6088 ....... Philadelphia ........... MS 39350 520,200 867
ity.

26. Salish and Kootenai Hous- | Robert Gauthier ..... P.O. Box 38 ........... Pablo ........ccceeene MT 59855 395,400 659
ing Authority.

27. Chippewa Cree Housing Donna Hay ............ RR 1 Box 567 ....... Box Elder ............... MT 59521 309,000 515
Authority.

28. Blackfeet Housing ............. Roger Grounds ...... P.O. Box 449 ......... Browning ............... MT 59417 694,200 1,157

29. Qualla Housing Authority .. | Catherine Lambert | P.O. Box 1749 ....... Cherokee ............... NC 28719 552,600 921

30. Fort Berthold Housing Au- | Barb Baker ............ P.O. Box 310 ......... New Town ............. ND 58763 404,400 674
thority.

31. Mescalero Apache Hous- Sara Misquez ........ P.O. Box 227 ......... Mescalero .............. NM 88340 207,600 346
ing Authority.

32. Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe | Norman Harry ........ P.O. Box 256 ......... NIXON ..o NV 89424 137,830 263

33. Reno-Sparks Indian Col- Arlan Melendez ..... 98 Colony Rd ........ Reno ....cccccovieeine NV 89502 104,570 195
ony Tribal Council.

34. Absentee Shawnee Hous- | Glenn Edwards ...... P.O. Box 425, 107 | Shawnee ............... OK 74802-0425 436,200 727
ing Authority. N. Kimberly.

35. Housing Authority of the Russell Sossamon | P.O. Box G ............ HUQgO ..o OK 74743 | 1,107,600 2,130
Choctaw Nation.

36. Comanche Nation Housing | Don Parker ............ P.O. Box 1671, 216 | Lawton ................... OK 73502 332,400 554
Authority. S.E. "J” Avenue.

37. Housing Authority of the William Blalock ...... P.O. Box 1304 ....... Miami ...ooooiviiinnne OK 74335 259,200 432
Peoria Tribe of Indians.

38. Chickasaw Nation Division | Wayne Scribner ..... 901 N. Country Ada .. OK 74820 937,040 1,802
of Housing. Club Road.

39. Housing Authority of the Hastings Shade ..... P.O. Box 948 ......... Tahlequah ............. OK 74465-0948 | 1,607,840 3,092
Cherokee Nation of OK.

40. Muscogee (Creek) Nation | Ann Hancock ......... P.O. Box 580 ......... Okmulgee .............. OK 74447 560,277 1,846
of Oklahoma.

41. Kaw Tribal Housing Au- Maryln Springer ..... P.O. Box 371, #9 Newkirk ........ccceeeee OK 74647 70,200 117
thority. Kanza Lane.

42. Warm Springs Housing Chester VanPelt .... | P.O. Box 1167, Warm Springs ....... OR 97761 121,800 203
Authority. 1238 Veteran

Way.

43. Rosebud Sioux Tribe ........ William Kindle ........ P.O. Box 430 ......... Rosebud ................ SD 57570 653,400 1,161

44. Sisseton Wahpeton Hous- | Ron Jones ............. P.O. Box 687 ......... Sisseton ........cc...... SD 57262 371,400 619
ing Authority.

45. Cheyenne River Housing Wayne P.O. Box 480 ......... Eagle Butte ............ SD 57625 540,600 901
Authority. Ducheneaux.

46. Oglala Sioux Lakota Hous- | Paul Iron Cloud ..... P.0.Box C ............ Pine Ridge ............. SD 57770 791,960 1,523
ing Authority.

47. Yankton Sioux Tribal Joseph Abdo, Jr. ... | 410 South Main Wwagner ........ccceene. SD 57380 187,700 313
Housing Authority. Street.

48. Lummi Indian Nation ......... Joseph Finkbonner | 2616 Kwina Road .. | Bellingham 98226 198,549 331

49. Quileute Housing Authority | Audrey Grafstrom .. | P.O. Box 159 ......... La Push ....... 98350 39,000 65

50. Suquamish Tribe ............... Bennie Armstrong P.O. Box 498 ......... Suquamish 98392 43,200 72

51. Spokane Indian Housing Brook Kristovich .... | P.O. Box 195 ......... Wellpinit ................. 99040 174,600 291
Authority.

52. La Du Flambeau Chip- Glory Allen ............. P.O. Box 187 ......... La Du Flambeau ... | WI 54538 196,200 327
pewa Housing Authority.

53. Ho Chunk Housing Author- | Myra Price ............. P.O. Box 730 ......... Tomah ......cccceeeee Wi 54660 106,800 178
ity.

54. Menominee Indian Tribe of | Betty Wozniak ....... P.O. Box 910 ......... Keshena ................ Wi 54135 291,600 486
Wisconsin.

55. Stockbridge-Munsee Com- | Robert Chicks ........ P.O. Box 70 ........... Bowler ..o Wi 54416 57,600 96
munity.

56. Lac Courte Oreilles Hous- | Lorene Wielgot ...... 13416 W. Trepania | Hayward ................ Wi 54843 271,200 452
ing Authority. Road.

57. Northern Arapaho Tribal Frank Armajo ......... P.O. Box 8236 ....... Ethete ......cccoeeeeee wy 82520 232,200 387

Housing.
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[FR Doc. 00-32218 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-33-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

Service Regulations Committee
Meeting

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Fish and Wildlife Service
(hereinafter Service) will conduct an
open meeting on January 24, 2001, to
identify and discuss preliminary issues
concerning the 2001-02 migratory bird
hunting regulations.

DATES: January 24, 2000.

ADDRESSES: The Service Regulations
Committee will meet at the National
Rural Electric Cooperative Association
Building, 4301 Wilson Boulevard, Room
CC2, Arlington, Virginia.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jonathan Andrew, Chief, Division of
Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, ms 634—ARLSQ, 1849 C Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20240, (703) 358—
1714.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Representatives from the Service, the
Service’s Migratory Bird Regulations
Committee, and Flyway Council
Consultants will meet on January 24,
2001, at 8:30 a.m. to identify
preliminary issues concerning the 2001—
02 migratory bird hunting regulations
for discussion and review by the Flyway
Councils at their March meetings.

In accordance with Departmental
policy regarding meetings of the Service
Regulations Committee attended by any
person outside the Department, these
meetings are open to public observation.
Members of the public may submit
written comments on the matters
discussed to the Director.

Dated: December 11, 2000.
Jamie Rappaport Clark,
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 00-32302 Filed 12-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Campo Band of Mission Indians Liquor
Control Ordinance, Campo, CA

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice publishes the
Campo Band of Mission Indians Liquor
Control Ordinance. The ordinance
regulates the control of, the possession
of, and the sale of liquor on the Campo
Band of Mission Indians trust lands, and
is in conformity with the laws of the
State of California, where applicable
and necessary. Although the ordinance
was adopted on March 26, 2000, it does
not become effective until published in
the Federal Register because failure to
comply with the ordinance may result
in criminal charges.

DATES: This ordinance is effective on
December 19, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kaye Armstrong, Office of Tribal
Services, 1849 C Street, NW, MS—4631—
MIB, Washington, DC 20240—4001;
telephone (202) 208-4400.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the Act of August 15, 1953, Public
Law 83-277, 67 Stat. 586, 18 U.S.C.
1161, as interpreted by the Supreme
Court in Rice v. Rehner, 463 U.S. 713
(1983), the Secretary of the Interior shall
certify and publish in the Federal
Register notice of adopted liquor
ordinances for the purpose of regulating
liquor transaction in Indian country.
The Campo Band of Mission Indians
Liquor Control Ordinance, Resolution
No. 26—03-00-01, was duly adopted by
the Campo General Council on March
26, 2000. The Campo Band of Mission
Indians, in furtherance of its economic
and social goals, has taken positive
steps to regulate retail sales of alcohol
and use revenues to combat alcohol
abuse and its debilitating effects among
individuals and family members within
the Campo Band of Mission Indians.

This notice is being published in
accordance with the authority delegated
by the Secretary of the Interior to the
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs by
209 Departmental Manual 8.

I certify that by Resolution No. 26—
03-00-01, the Campo Band of Mission
Indians Liquor Control Ordinance was
duly adopted by the Campo Band
General Council on March 26, 2000.

Dated: December 11, 2000.
Kevin Gover,
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs
The Campo Band of Mission Indians

Liquor Control Ordinance, Resolution
No. 26—-03—-00-01, reads as follows:

Campo Liquor Control Ordinance

Be It Enacted by the General Council
of the Campo Indian Reservation,
Campo Band of Mission Indians,
sometimes referred to as the Campo
Band of Mission Indians (hereinafter,
“Campo Band”) as follows:

Article 1: Name

This ordinance shall be known as the
Campo Liquor Control Ordinance.

Article 2: Authority

This ordinance is enacted pursuant to
the Act of August 15, 1953 (Pub. L. 83—
277, 67 Stat. 588, 18 U.S.C. 1161) and
Article IV of the Constitution and
Bylaws of the Campo Band of Mission
Indians.

Article 3: Purpose

The purpose of this ordinance is to
regulate and control the possession and
sale of liquor on the Campo Indian
Reservation, and to permit alcohol sales
by tribally owned and operated
enterprises, and at tribally approved
special events, for the purpose of the
economic development of the Campo
Band. The enactment of a tribal
ordinance governing liquor possession
and sales on the Campo Indian
Reservation will increase the ability of
tribal government to control Reservation
liquor distribution and possession, and
will provide an important source of
revenue for the continued operation and
strengthening of the tribal government,
the economic viability of tribal
enterprises, and the delivery of tribal
government services. This Liquor
Control Ordinance is in conformity with
the laws of the State of California as
required by 25 U.S.C. § 1161, and with
all applicable federal laws.

Article 4: Effective Date

This ordinance shall be effective as of
the date of its publication in the Federal
Register.

Article 5: Possession of Alcohol

The introduction or possession of
alcoholic beverages shall be lawful
within the exterior boundaries of the
Campo Indian Reservation; provided
that such introduction or possession is
in conformity with the laws of the State
of California.

Article 6: Sales of Alcohol

(1) The sale of alcoholic beverages by
business enterprises owned by and
subject to the control of the Campo
Band shall be lawful within the exterior
boundaries of the Campo Indian
Reservation; provided that such sales
are in conformity with the laws of the
State of California.

(2) The sale of alcoholic beverages by
the drink at special events authorized by
the Campo Band shall be lawful within
the exterior boundaries of the Campo
Indian Reservation; provided that such
sales are in conformity with the laws of
the State of California and with prior



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December

19, 2000/ Notices 79417

approval by Resolution of the General
Council of the Campo Band.

Article 7: Age Limits

The drinking age within the Campo
Indian Reservation shall be the same as
that of the State of California, which is
currently 21 years. No person under the
age of 21 years shall purchase, possess
or consume any alcoholic beverage. At
such time, if any, as California Business
and Profession Code § 25658, which sets
the drinking age for the State of
California, is repealed or amended to
raise or lower the drinking age within
California, this Article shall
automatically become null and void,
and the Tribal Council shall be
empowered to amend this Article to
match the age limit imposed by state
law.

Article 8: Civil Penalties

The Campo Band, through its Tribal
Council and duly authorized security
personnel, shall have the authority to
enforce this ordinance by confiscating
any liquor sold, possessed or introduced
in violation hereof. The Tribal Council
shall be empowered to sell such
confiscated liquor for the benefit of the
Campo Band, and to develop and
approve such regulations as may
become necessary for enforcement of
this ordinance.

Article 9: Prior Inconsistent Enactments

Any prior tribal laws, resolutions or
ordinances which are inconsistent with
this ordinance are hereby repealed to
the extent they are inconsistent with
this ordinance. An ordinance legalizing
the introduction, sale, or possession of
intoxicants on the Campo Indian
Reservation, California, was published
in the Federal Register of February 6,
1968 (33 FR 2612).

Article 10: Sovereign Immunity

Nothing contained in this ordinance
is intended to, nor does in any way,
limit, alter, restrict, or waive the
sovereign immunity of the Campo
Development Corporation, from
unconsented suit or action of any kind.

Article 11: Severability

If any provision of this ordinance is
found by any agency or court of
competent jurisdiction to be
unenforceable, the remaining provisions
shall be unaffected thereby.

Article 12: Amendment

This ordinance may be amended by
majority vote of the General Council of

the Campo Band at a duly noticed
General Council meeting.

[FR Doc. 00-32317 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Liguor Ordinance of the Jamul Indian
Village, Jamul, California

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice publishes the
Jamul Indian Village’s Liquor
Ordinance. The Ordinance regulates the
control of, the possession of, and the
sale of liquor on the Jamul Indian
Village’s trust lands, and is in
conformity with the laws of the State of
California, where applicable and
necessary. Although the Ordinance was
adopted on July 20, 1996, it does not
become effective until published in the
Federal Register because the failure to
comply with the ordinance may result
in criminal charges.

DATES: This Ordinance is effective on
December 19, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kaye Armstrong, Office of Tribal
Services, 1849 C Street, NW, MS 4631—
MIB, Washington, D.C. 20240—-4001;
telephone (202) 208—4400.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the Act of August 15, 1953, Public
Law 83-277, 67 Stat. 586, 18 U.S.C.
1161, as interpreted by the Supreme
Court in Rice v. Rehner, 463 U.S. 713
(1983), the Secretary of the Interior shall
certify and publish in the Federal
Register notice of adopted liquor
ordinances for the purpose of regulating
liquor transaction in Indian country.
The Jamul Indian Village’s Liquor
Ordinance, Resolution No. 9616, was
duly adopted by the Jamul Indian
Village General Council on July 20,
1996. The Jamul Indian Village, in
furtherance of its economic and social
goals, has taken positive steps to
regulate retail sales of alcohol and use
revenues to combat alcohol abuse and
its debilitating effects among
individuals and family members within
the Jamul Indian Village.

This notice is being published in
accordance with the authority delegated
by the Secretary of the Interior to the
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs by
209 Departmental Manual 8.

I certify that by Resolution No. 96-16,
the Jamul Indian Village’s Liquor
Ordinance was duly adopted by the

Jamul Indian Village General Council on
July 20, 1996.

Dated: December 11, 2000.
Kevin Gover,
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs.

The Jamul Indian Village’s Liquor
Ordinance, Resolution No. 96—16, reads
as follows:

Liquor Ordinance of The Jamul Indian
Village

Chapter I—Introduction

101. Title. This ordinance shall be
known as the “Liquor Ordinance of the
Jamul Indian Village.”

102. Authority. This ordinance is
enacted pursuant to the Act of August
15, 1953, (Public Law 83-277, 67 Stat.
588, 18 U.S.C. 1161) and Article VIII of
the Constitution of the Jamul Indian
Village.

103. Purpose. The purpose of this
ordinance is to regulate and control the
possession and sale of liquor on the
Jamul Reservation. The enactment of a
tribal ordinance governing liquor
possession and sale on the reservation
will increase the ability of the tribal
government to control reservation liquor
distribution and possession, and at the
same time will provide an important
source of revenue for the continued
operation and strengthening of the tribal
government and the delivery of tribal
government services.

Chapter II—Definitions

201. As used in this ordinance, the
following words shall have the
following meanings unless the context
clearly requires otherwise.

202. Alcohol means that substance
known as ethyl alcohol, hydrated oxide
of ethyl, or spirit of wine which is
commonly produced by the
fermentation or distillation of grain,
starch, molasses, or sugar, or other
substances including all dilutions of
this substance.

203. Alcoholic Beverage is
synonymous with the term “Liquor” as
defined in section 208 of this chapter.

204. Bar means any establishment
with special space and accommodations
for sale by the glass and for
consumption on the premises of beer, as
herein defined.

205. Beer means any beverage
obtained by the alcoholic fermentation
of an infusion or decoction of pure
hops, or pure extract of hops and pure
barley malt or other wholesome grain of
cereal in pure water containing not
more than 4 percent of alcohol by
volume. For the purposes of this title,
any such beverage, including ale, stout,
and porter, containing more than 4



79418

Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December

19, 2000/ Notices

percent of alcohol by weight shall be
referred to as “‘strong beer.”

206. Committee means the Business
Committee of the Jamul Indian Village.

207. General Council means the
general council of the Jamul Indian
Village which is composed of the voting
membership of the Tribe as a whole.

208. Liquor includes the four varieties
of liquor herein defined (alcohol, spirits,
wine and beer), and all fermented
spirituous, vinous, or malt liquor or
combination thereof, and mixed liquor,
or otherwise intoxicating; and every
liquid or solid or semisolid or other
substance, patented or not, containing
alcohol, spirits, wine or beer, and all
drinks or drinkable liquids and all
preparations or mixtures capable of
human consumption and any liquid,
semisolid, solid, or other substances,
which contain more than 1 percent of
alcohol by weight shall be conclusively
deemed to be intoxicating.

209. Liquor Store means any store at
which liquor is sold and, for the
purposes of this ordinance, including
stores only a portion of which are
devoted to sale of liquor or beer.

210. Malt Liquor means beer, strong
beer, ale stout, and porter.

211. Package means any container or
receptacle used for holding liquor.

212. Public Place includes state or
county or tribal or federal highways or
roads; buildings and grounds used for
school purposes; public dance halls and
grounds adjacent thereto; soft drink
establishments; public buildings, public
meeting halls, lobbies, halls and dining
rooms of hotels, restaurants, theaters,
gaming facilities, entertainment centers,
store garages, and filling stations which
are open to and/or are generally used by
the public and to which the public is
permitted to have unrestricted access;
public conveyances of all kinds and
character; and all other places of like or
similar nature to which the general
public has unrestricted right of access,
and which are generally used by the
public. For the purposes of this
ordinance, ‘“Public Place” shall also
include any establishment other than a
single family home which is designed
for or may be used by more than just the
owner of the establishment.

213. Reservation means land held in
trust by the United States Government
for the benefit of the Jamul Indian
Village (see also Tribal Land).

214. Sale and Sell include exchange,
barter, and traffic; and also include the
selling or supplying or distributing by
any means whatsoever, of liquor, or of
any liquid known or described as beer
or by any name whatsoever commonly
used to describe malt or brewed liquor
or wine by any person to any person.

215. Spirits mean any beverage, which
contains alcohol obtained by
distillation, including wines exceeding
17 percent of alcohol by weight.

216. Tribe means the Jamul Indian
Village.

217. Tribal Land means any land
within the exterior boundaries of the
Reservation which is held in trust by the
United States for the Tribe as a whole,
including such land leased to other
parties.

218. Trust Account means the account
designated by the tribal treasurer for
deposit of proceeds from the tax on the
sale of alcoholic beverages.

219. Trust Agent means the tribal
Chairperson or a designee of the
Chairperson.

220. Wine means any alcoholic
beverage obtained by fermentation of
fruits (grapes, berries, apples, etc.) or
other agricultural product containing
sugar, to which any saccharine
substances may have been added before,
during or after fermentation, and
containing not more than 17 percent of
alcohol by weight, including sweet
wines fortified with wine spirits such as
port, sherry, muscatel, and angelica, not
exceeding 17 percent of alcohol by
weight.

Chapter IlI—Powers of Enforcement

301. Powers. The Committee, in
furtherance of the ordinance, shall have
the following powers and duties:

(a) To publish and enforce the rules
and regulations governing the sale,
manufacture, and distribution of
alcoholic beverages on the Reservation;

(b) To employ managers, accountants,
security personnel, inspectors, and such
other persons as shall be reasonably
necessary to allow the Committee to
perform its functions. Such employees
shall be tribal employees;

(c) To issue licenses permitting the
sale or manufacture or distribution of
liquor on the Reservation;

(d) To hold hearing on violations of
this ordinance or for the issuance or
revocation of licenses hereunder;

(e) To bring suit in the appropriate
court to enforce this ordinance as
necessary;

(f) To determine and seek damages for
violation of this ordinance;

(g) To make such reports as may be
required by the General Council;

(h) To collect taxes and fees levied or
set by the Committee, and to keep
accurate records, books and accounts;
and

(i) To exercise such other powers as
delegated by the General Council.

302. Limitation on Powers. In the
exercise of its powers and duties under
this ordinance, the Committee and its

individual members shall not accept
any gratuity, compensation or other
thing of value from any liquor
wholesaler, retailer, or distributor or
from any licensee.

303. Inspection Rights. The premises
on which liquor is sold or distributed
shall be open for inspection by the
Committee at all reasonable time for the
purposes of ascertaining whether the
rules and regulations of this ordinance
are being complied with.

Chapter IV—Sales of Liquor

401. Licenses Required. No sales of
alcoholic beverages shall be made
within the exterior boundaries of the
Reservation, except at a tribally-licensed
or tribally-owned business operated on
tribal land within the exterior
boundaries of the Reservation.

402. Sales Only on Tribal Land. All
liquor sales within the exterior
boundaries of the Reservation shall be
on Tribal Land, including leases
thereon.

403. Sales for Cash. All liquor sales
within the Reservation boundaries shall
be on a cash only basis and no credit
shall be extended to any person,
organization, or entity, except that this
provision does not prevent the use of
major credit cards.

404. Sale for Personal Consumption.
All sales shall be for the personal use
and consumption of the purchaser. The
resale of any alcoholic beverage
purchased within the exterior
boundaries of the Reservation is
prohibited. Any person who is not
licensed pursuant to this ordinance who
purchases an alcoholic beverage within
the boundaries of the Reservation and
sells it, whether in the original
container or not, shall be guilty of a
violation of this ordinance and shall be
subjected to paying damages to the
Tribe as set forth herein.

Chapter V—Licensing

501. Application for Tribal Liquor
License—Requirements. No tribal
license shall be issued under this
ordinance except upon a sworn
application filed with the Committee
containing a full and complete showing
of the following:

(a) Satisfactory proof that the
applicant is or will be duly licensed by
the State of California.

(b) Satisfactory proof that the
applicant is of good character and
reputation among the people of the
Reservation and that the applicant is
financially responsible.

(c) The description of the premises in
which the intoxicating beverages are to
be sold, proof that the applicant is the
owner of such premises, or lessee of
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such premises, for at least the term of
the license.

(d) Agreement by the applicant to
accept and abide by all conditions of the
tribal license.

(e) Payment of a $100.00 fee as
prescribed by the Committee.

(f) Satisfactory proof that neither the
applicant nor the applicant’s spouse has
ever been convicted of a felony.

(g) Satisfactory proof that notice of the
application has been posted in a
prominent, noticeable place on the
premises where intoxicating beverages
are to be sold for at least 30 days prior
to consideration by the Committee and
has been published at least twice in
such local newspaper serving the
community that may be affected by the
license. The notice shall state the date,
time, and place when the application
shall be considered by the Committee
pursuant to section 502 of this
ordinance.

502. Hearing on Application for
Tribal Liquor License. All applications
for a tribal liquor license shall be
considered by the Committee in open
session at which the applicant, his/her
attorney, and any person protesting the
application shall have the right to be
present, and to offer sworn oral or
documentary evidence relevant to the
application. After the hearing, the
Committee, by secret ballot, shall
determine whether to grant or deny the
application based on:

(a) Whether the requirements of
section 501 have been met;

(b) Whether the Committee, in its
discretion, determines that granting the
license is in the best interest of the
Tribe, and

(c) In the event that the applicant is
a member of the General Council, or a
member of the immediate family of a
General Gouncil member, such member
shall not vote on the application or
participate in the hearings as a
Committee member.

503. Temporary Permits. The
Committee or their designee may grant
a temporary permit for the sale of
intoxicating beverages for a period not
to exceed 3 days to any person applying
for the same in connection with a tribal
or community activity, provided that
the conditions prescribed in section 504
of this ordinance shall be observed by
the permittee. Each permit issued shall
specify the types of intoxicating
beverages to be sold. Further, a fee of
$25.00 will be assessed on temporary
permits.

504. Conditions of the Tribal License.
Any tribal license issued under this title
shall be subject to such reasonable
conditions as the Committee shall fix,

including, but not limited to the
following:

(a) The license shall be for a term not
to exceed 2 years.

(b) The license shall at all times
maintain an orderly, clean, and neat
establishment, both inside and outside
the licensed premises.

(c) The licensed premises shall be
subject to patrol by the tribal police
department, and such other law
enforcement officials as may be
authorized under federal, California, or
tribal law.

(d) The licensed premises shall be
open to inspection by duly authorized
tribal officials at all times during the
regular business hours.

(e) Subject to the provisions of
subsection (g) of this section, no
intoxicating beverages shall be sold,
served, disposed of, delivered, or given
to any person, or consumed on the
licensed premises except in conformity
with the hours and days prescribed by
the laws of the State of California, and
in accordance with the hours fixed by
the Committee, provided that the
licensed premises shall not operate or
open earlier or operate or close later
than is permitted by the laws of the
State of California.

(f) No liquor shall be sold within 200
feet of a polling place on tribal election
days, or when a referendum is held by
the people of the tribe, and including
special days of observation as
designated by the Committee.

(g) All acts and transactions under
authority of the tribal liquor license
shall be in conformity with the laws of
the State of California, and shall be in
accordance with this ordinance and any
tribal license issued pursuant to this
ordinance.

(h) No person under the age permitted
under the laws of the State of California
shall be sold, served, delivered, given,
or allowed to consume alcoholic
beverages in the licensed establishment
and/or area.

(i) There shall be no discrimination in
the operations under the tribal license
by reason of race, color, or creed.

505. License Not a Property Right.
Notwithstanding any other provision of
this ordinance, a tribal liquor license is
a mere permit of a fixed duration of
time. A tribal liquor license shall not be
deemed a property right or vested right
of any kind, nor shall the granting of a
tribal liquor license give rise to a
presumption of legal entitlement to the
granting of such license for a subsequent
time period.

506. Assignment or Transfer. No tribal
license issued under this ordinance
shall be assigned or transferred without

the written approval of the Committee
expressed by formal resolution.

Chapter VI—Rules, Regulations, and
Enforcement

601. Sales or Possession With Intent
to Sell Without a Permit. Any person
who shall sell or offer for sale or
distribute or transport in any manner,
any liquor in violation of this ordinance,
or who shall operate or shall have liquor
in his/her possession with intent to sell
or distribute without a permit, shall be
guilty of a violation of this ordinance.

602. Purchases From Other Than
Licensed Facilities. Any person within
the boundaries of the Reservation who
buys liquor from any person other than
at a properly licensed facility shall be
guilty of a violation of this ordinance.

603. Sales to Persons Under the
Influence of Liquor. Any person who
sells liquor to a person apparently under
the influence of liquor shall be guilty of
a violation of this ordinance.

604. Consuming Liquor in Public
Conveyance. Any person engaged
wholly or in part in the business of
carrying passengers for hire, and every
agent, servant or employee of such
person who shall knowingly permit any
person to drink any liquor in any public
conveyance shall be guilty of an offense.
Any person who shall drink any liquor
in a public conveyance shall be guilty
of a violation of this ordinance.

605. Consumption or Possession of
Liquor by Persons Under 21 Years of
Age. No person under the age of 21
years shall consume, acquire or have in
his/her possession any alcoholic
beverage. No person shall permit any
other person under the age of 21 to
consume liquor on his/her premises or
any premises under his/her control
except in those situations set out in this
section. Any person violating this
section shall be guilty of a separate
violation of this ordinance for each and
every drink so consumed.

606. Sales of Liquor to Persons Under
21 Years of Age. Any person who shall
sell or provide liquor to any person
under the age of 21 years shall be guilty
of a violation of this ordinance for each
sale or drink provided.

607. Trans]};r of Identification to
Minor. Any person who transfers in any
manner an identification of age to a
minor for the purpose of permitting
such minor to obtain liquor shall be
guilty of an offense; provided, that
corroborative testimony of a witness
other than the minor shall be a
requirement of finding a violation of
this ordinance.

608. Use of False or Altered
Identification. Any person who attempts
to purchase an alcoholic beverage
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through the use of false or altered
identification which falsely purports to
show the individual to be over the age
of 21 years shall be guilty of violating
this ordinance.

609. Violations of This Ordinance.
Any person guilty of a violation of this
ordinance shall be liable to pay the
Tribe a penalty not to exceed $500 per
violation as civil damages to defray the
Tribe’s cost of enforcement of this
ordinance. In addition to any penalties
so imposed, any license issued
hereunder may be suspended or
canceled by the Committee for the
violation of any of the provisions of this
ordinance, or of the tribal license, upon
hearing before the Committee after 10
days notice to the licensee. The decision
of the Committee shall be final.

610. Acceptable Identification. Where
there may be a question of a person’s
right to purchase liquor by reason of
his/her age, such person shall be
required to present any one of the
following issued cards of identification
which shows his/her correct age and
bears his/her signature and photograph:

(a) Driver’s license of any state or
identification card issued by any State
Department of Motor Vehicles;

(b) United States Active Duty Military
identification; or

(c) Passport.

611. Possession of Liquor Contrary to
This Ordinance. Alcoholic beverages
which are possessed contrary to the
terms of this ordinance are declared to
be contraband. Any tribal agent,
employee, or officer who is authorized
by the Committee to enforce this section
shall have the authority to, and shall
seize, all contraband.

612. Disposition of Seized
Contraband. Any officer seizing
contraband shall preserve the
contraband in accordance with
applicable law. Upon being found in
violation of the ordinance by the
Committee, the party shall forfeit all
right, title and interest in the items
seized which shall become the property
of the Tribe.

Chapter VII—Taxes

701. Sales Tax. There is hereby levied
and shall be collected a tax on each sale
of alcoholic beverages on the
Reservation in the amount of 1 percent
of the amount actually collected,
including payments by major credit
cards. The tax imposed by this section
shall apply to all retail sales of liquor on
the Reservation and shall preempt any
tax imposed on such liquor sales by the
State of California.

702. Payment of Taxes to Tribe. All
taxes from the sale of alcoholic

beverages on the Reservation shall be
paid over to the agent of the Tribe.

703. Taxes Due. All taxes for the sale
of alcoholic beverages on the
Reservation are due within 30 days of
the end of the calendar quarter for
which the taxes are due.

704. Reports. Along with payment of
the taxes imposed herein, the taxpayers
shall submit an accounting for the
quarter of all income from the sale or
distribution of said beverages as well as
for the taxes collected.

705. Audit. As a condition of
obtaining a license, the licensee must
agree to the review or audit of its books
and records relating to the sale of
alcoholic beverages on the Reservation.
Said review or audit may be done
annually by the Tribe through its agents
or employees whenever, in the opinion
of the Committee, such a review or audit
is necessary to verify the accuracy of
reports.

Chapter VIII—Profits

801. Disposition of Proceeds. The
gross proceeds collected by the
Committee from all licensing provided
from the taxation of the sales of
alcoholic beverages on the Reservation
shall be distributed as follows:

(a) For the payment of all necessary
personnel, administrative costs, and
legal fees for the operation and its
activities; and

(b) The remainder shall be turned
over to the account of the Tribe.

Chapter IX—Severability and
Miscellaneous

901. Severability. If any provision or
application of this ordinance is
determined by review to be invalid,
such adjudication shall not be held to
render ineffectual the remaining
portions of this title or to render such
provisions inapplicable to other persons
or circumstances.

902. Prior Enactments. All prior
enactments of the Committee which are
inconsistent with the provisions of this
ordinance are hereby rescinded.

903. Conformance with California
Laws. All acts and transactions under
this ordinance shall be in conformity
with the laws of the State of California
as that term is used in 18 U.S.C. 1161.

904. Effective Date. This ordinance
shall be effective on such date as the
Secretary of the Interior certifies this
ordinance and publishes the same in the
Federal Register.

Chapter X—Adoption and Amendment

1001. This ordinance shall be adopted
and may be amended by a majority vote
of the General Council at a duly called
meeting of the General Council.

Chapter XI—Sovereign Immunity
1101. Nothing contained in this
ordinance is intended to, nor does in
any way limit, alter, restrict, or waive
the Tribe’s sovereign immunity from
unconsented suit or action.

[FR Doc. 00-32318 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[WO-220-1020-PB-01-24 1A]

Extension of Approved Information
Collection, OMB Approval Number
10040051

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
announces its intention to request
extension of an existing approval to
collect certain information from
permittees and lessees on the actual
grazing use by their livestock. BLM uses
Form 4130-5 (ACTUAL GRAZING USE
REPORT) under the authority of
Sections 3 and 15 of the Taylor Grazing
Act and implementing regulations
found at 43 CFR 4130.3-2(d) and
4130.8-1(e). BLM request information
necessary to compute the amount of
forage consumed by the authorized
grazing animals by area and period.
DATES: You must submit your comments
to BLM at the appropriate address below
on or before February 20, 2001. BLM
will not necessarily consider any
comments received after the above date.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed
to: Regulatory Affairs Group (630),
Bureau of Land Management, 1849 C
Street NW., Room 401LS, Washington,
DC 2024o0.

Comments may be sent via Internet to:
WOComment@blm.gov. Please include
“ATTN: 1004-0051" and your name
and return address in your Internet
message.

Comments may be hand-delivered to
the Bureau of Land Management,
Administrative Record, Room 401, 1620
L Street, NW., Washington, DC.

Comments will be available for public
review at the L Street address during
regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:15
p.m), Monday through Friday.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: You
may contact Ken Visser on (202) 452—

7743 (commercial or FTS). Persons who
use a telecommunications device for the
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deaf (TDD) may call the Federal
Information Relay Service at 1-800—
877-8330, 24 hours a day, seven days a
week, to contact Mr. Visser.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 5 CFR
1320.12(a) requires BLM to provide 60-
day notice in the Federal Register
concerning a collection of information
contained in regulations in 43 CFR Part
4130 to solicit comments on (a) whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (d)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, including through the
use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
BLM will receive and analyze any
comments sent in response to this
notice and include them with its request
for approval from the Office of
Management and Budget under 44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

The Taylor Grazing Act (TGA) of 1934
(43 U.S.C. 315, 315 et seq.,) the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act
(FLPMA) of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et
seq.), and the Public Rangelands
Improvement Act (PRIA) of 1978 (43
U.S.C. 1901 et seq.) provide the
authority for the BLM to administer the
livestock grazing program consistent
with land-use plans, multiple-use
objectives, sustained yield,
environmental values, economic
considerations, and other factors. BLM
administers the grazing program
generally by issuing grazing permits or
leases that specify allowable livestock
use by location, number and period.
BLM recognizes that to sustain and
conserve resources, minor annual
adjustments of grazing terms and
conditions as specified on a multi-year
term permit or lease are needed to
balance actual grazing use with
available forage and water. Therefore,
rather than relying solely upon the
terms and conditions of the permit or
leases as a record of the use made
during any one year, BLM can require
submission of information that more
accurately reflects the grazing use.
Sections 3 and 15 of the TGA and
regulations in 43 CFR 4130.3-2(d)
provide that BLM may require
permittees or lessees to furnish a record

of their actual grazing use. The
regulations at 43 CFR 4130.8-1(e)
provide for a grazing fee payment after
the grazing season under specified
circumstances.

BLM uses this information for two
specific purposes:

a. To calculate the fees due for the
grazing use completed. Fees are due the
United States upon issuance of a billing
notice and must be paid in full prior to
grazing use, except when an allotment
management plan (AMP) provides for
delayed payment and has been
incorporated into a grazing permit or
lease. In this latter situation, BLM will
issue a billing notice based upon the
actual grazing use completed at the end
of the grazing period or year (43 CFR
4130.8—1(e)). BLM uses the information
collected to bill for grazing use or to
makeup a part of the allotment
monitoring records. The permittee and
lessee must keep accurate and current
records for the period of time covered
by his/her permit or lease. The
information collected includes
allotment and pasture location of the
grazing, the date and numbers of
livestock permitted on or removed from
the range, and the kind or class of
livestock grazed.

b. To obtain information needed to
monitor and evaluate livestock grazing
use. The purposes of the information are
to determine if adjustments in the
amount of use are needed, or if other
management actions could achieve the
desired effects. Knowledge of actual
livestock grazing use is essential in the
monitoring and the evaluation of the
livestock grazing management program.
Information on the specific use is
essential for an accurate and complete
analysis and evaluation of the effects of
livestock grazing during particular
periods of time, as interrelated with
other factors such as climate, growth
characteristics of the vegetation, and
utilization levels on the plants. Failure
to collect this information would result
in BLM having unsatisfactory data and
a reduced capability to make
adjustments in grazing use or
management.

Without this information, the BLM
could not fulfill its responsibility to
manage uses of the public land as
required by law. The required
information is only available form the
grazing operators. Because the actual
grazing use that occurs is not constant
from year to year, BLM requires
information for each grazing season for
which grazing use is sought.

Based on BLM’s experience
administering the activities described
above, the public reporting burden for
the information collected estimates to

average 25 minutes per response.
Because of the variations in size and
complexity of range livestock
operations, some of the 15,000
responses may take a few minutes in
one recording session to complete the
form, while others may take up to 60
minutes combined through several
sessions during the grazing year, with
each requiring a few minutes to enter
the required data. The respondents
include permittees and lessees required
to furnish a record of the actual grazing
use. The frequency of response is
annually. The estimated number of
responses per year is 15,000. The
estimated total annual burden is 6,250
hours. BLM specifically requests your
comments on its estimate of the amount
of time that it takes to prepare a
response.

BLM will summarize all responses to
this notice and include them in the
request for Office of Management and
Budget approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Dated: December 14, 2000.
Michael Schwartz,

BLM Information Collection Clearance
Officer.

[FR Doc. 00-32292 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[(CA-610-5101-ER-G032) CACA—40467]

Proposed Right-of-Way for an AT&T
Corp. Buried Fiber Optic
Telecommunications System and Plan
Amendment

AGENCY: California Desert District,
Bureau of Land Management.

ACTION: Notice of availability of an
Environmental Assessment for a fiber
optic telecommunications system from
Lemesa, Texas to Los Angeles,
California.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
202 of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, the Department of
Interior, Bureau of Land Management
(California Desert District), as lead
agency, along with the U.S. Forest
Service (Cleveland National Forest ) and
U.S. Marine Corps (Camp Pendleton) as
cooperating agencies, have prepared an
Environmental Assessment for a right-
of-way proposed by AT&T Corp. for a
buried fiber optic telecommunications
line and associated facilities. This
system, running from Lamesa, Texas to
Los Angeles, California, is called the
AT&T NexGen/Core Fiber Optic
Telecommunications Project (‘“Project™).
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The proposed action, which crosses
federal lands in the States of California,
Arizona and New Mexico, includes an
amendment to the California Desert
Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan which,
if approved, will allow an exception to
construct portions of this project along
existing highways instead of within
designated utility corridors on federal
lands in Riverside, Imperial and San
Diego Counties, California.

The proposed Project would consist of
five links or points-of-presence (POP)
connecting: (1) Lamesa to El Paso,
Texas; (2) El Paso to Tucson, Arizona;
(3) Tucson to Blythe, California; (4)
Blythe to San Diego, California; and (5)
San Diego to Los Angeles, California.
The purpose being to construct, operate
and maintain a buried fiber optic
telecommunications system, including
signal regeneration or optical
amplification stations located every 40—
50 miles, between Texas and California.

Copies are available for public review
at Bureau of Land Management offices
in: Las Cruces, New Mexico; Safford,
Tucson, Phoenix and Yuma, Arizona;
and Palm Springs, El Centro, and
Riverside, California. In addition copies
will be available at the Environmental
Office of Camp Pendleton as well as the
Descanso Ranger District of the
Cleveland National Forest. Furthermore,
public reading copies may be
downloaded from the following website:
http://www.ca.blm.gov/cdd/
att_nexgen_ea.html.

DATES: Written comments on this
document must be submitted or
postmarked no later than February 20,
2001.

ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
document should be addressed to:
Stephen Johnson, Special Projects
Manager, BLM California Desert District,
6221 Box Springs Blvd., Riverside, CA
92507.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephen Johnson, Special Projects
Manager, at the above address or by
phone at (909) 697-5233.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
project configuration, as proposed and
including measures to avoid, minimize,
or mitigate impacts on the environment,
is being considered along with a “No
Project” and “Utility Corridor”
alternative. The BLM has been asked to
issue rights-of-way for portions of this
fiber optic system that cross public
lands.

The California portion of this Project,
which as proposed includes an
exception to the CDCA Plan to
construction portions along existing
roads instead of within designated

utility corridors, begins at the Point of
Presence (POP) in Blythe, California,
and would travel in a southwesterly
direction along Highway 78 and Old
Highway 80 through the following city
jurisdictions: Blythe, Brawley, E1
Centro, El Cajon, La Mesa, and San
Diego. From San Diego north to Los
Angeles the route would primarily
parallel the coast traversing the U.S.
Marine Corps Camp Pendleton. In
addition, the route would pass through
large portions of unincorporated areas
in Riverside, Imperial and San Diego
Counties, and besides public lands
administered by the BLM, it would also
cross the Descanso Ranger District of
Cleveland National Forest, the USMC’s
Camp Pendleton, as well as the La Posta
and Campo Indian Reservations. It
would require an urban build through
San Diego and Los Angeles, terminating
at the POP in Los Angeles, California.
The fiber optic telecommunications
system project entails the design and
construction of a six-duct conduit
system and ancillary facilities to
accommodate digital broadband Internet
Protocol. Ancillary facilities would
include: regeneration stations and
Optical Amplification (Op Amp)
Stations spaced an average of 50 miles;
buried splice boxes placed at 2,500-foot
intervals; and marker poles placed 500
feet apart. The Project, as described in
the EA, should contribute small to no
additional impact to the environment
and would operate entirely within
previously disturbed and routinely
maintained road rights-of-way.

Dated: December 12, 2000.
Alan Stein,
Acting District Manager.
[FR Doc. 00-32205 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[MT-020-1610-DH CBMP]

Notice of Intent To Amend the Powder
River and Billings Resource
Management Plans (RMPs) and
Conduct Scoping Meetings, Montana

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Miles City and Billings Field Offices,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: BLM will prepare an Oil and
Gas Resource Management Plan (RMP)
Amendment and Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) jointly with the State of
Montana (State). The planning area for
the BLM will be the BLM-administered

oil and gas estate within the Powder
River and Billings RMP areas. The
planning area for the State will be
potential coal bed methane
development areas around the state. The
RMP Amendment will be based on the
existing statutory requirements and will
meet the requirements of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act
(FLPMA) of 1976. The RMP
Amendment will guide BLM’s oil and
gas decisions within the Powder River
and Billings RMP areas and help the
State evaluate effects of further oil and
gas permit applications. The Draft EIS
and RMP Amendment is scheduled for
completion by September 2001. The
Final EIS and Proposed RMP
Amendment is scheduled for March
2002.

The public is asked to help BLM and
the State identify issues, concerns and
alternatives. Draft Planning Criteria to
help guide the effort have also been
developed for public comment.

DATES: Any issues, concerns, or
alternatives should be submitted to BLM
on or before January 17, 2001. Public
scoping meetings are scheduled as
follows:

1. January 4, 2001, 7:00 p.m. to 9:00
p.m., Billings, Montana

2. January 9, 2001, 2:00 p.m. to 4:00
p.m., Broadus, Montana

3. January 9, 2001, 7:00 p.m. to 9:00
p.m., Ashland, Montana

4. January 10, 2001, 7:00 p.m. to 9:00
p.m., Miles City, Montana

5. January 11, 2001, 7:00 p.m. to 9:00
p-m., Helena, Montana

ADDRESSES: All submissions should be

sent to the following address: BLM,

Mary Bloom, BLM Project Leader, 111

Garryowen Road, Miles City, Montana,

59301.

The public scoping meetings will be
held at the following locations:

1. Billings—Lewis and Clark Room in
the Student Union Building of the
Montana State University-Billings

2. Broadus—Community Center at the
Powder River County Fairgrounds

3. Ashland—Multi-purpose Room of the
Ashland Public Elementary School
on Highway 212

4. Miles City—Room 106 of Miles
Community College

5. Helena—Director’s Conference Room
#111, Metcalf Building, 1520 East
Sixth Avenue

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mary Bloom, BLM Project Leader, (406)

233-3649.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The BLM

and the State of Montana are co-leads

for the effort. The BLM’s planning area
is BLM-administered oil and gas in the
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Powder River and Billings RMP areas.
The Powder River RMP area consists of
Treasure, Rosebud, Powder River,
Carter, and portions of Custer and Big
Horn counties. The Billings RMP area
consists of Wheatland, Golden Valley,
Musselshell, Sweet Grass, Stillwater,
Yellowstone, Carbon, and a portion of
Big Horn counties. The State of Montana
will evaluate the effects of further
permit applications in BLM’s planning
area and other areas around the state
including portions of Blaine, Park and
Gallatin counties. BLM and the state
have drafted a Memorandum of
Understanding to conduct a joint EIS.
The joint EIS will analyze impacts to
resources as a result of oil and gas,
including coal bed methane,
development.

The Powder River and Billings RMPs,
as amended by BLM’s 1994 “0Oil and
Gas Amendment of the Billings, Powder
River and South Dakota RMPs’’ support
limited conventional oil and gas
development and coal bed methane
exploration and production. Numerous
conventional oil and gas wells are
located on state and federal minerals in
the planning area. An October 18, 2000
meeting of the Coal Bed Methane
Coordination Group indicates that
industry projects drilling approximately
10,000 coal bed methane wells in the
Montana portion of the Powder River
Basin over the next 10 years, in addition
to an unspecified number of
conventional oil and gas wells. In order
to analyze an increased interest in oil
and gas activity, an EIS and RMP
amendment is being prepared.

The public is asked to assist the BLM
and the State with identification of
issues related to oil and gas
development, including coal bed
methane. Examples of potential issues
(problems, concerns) are: Water (surface
and ground), socioeconomics, soils,
water, Air, vegetation and wildlife.

Alternatives will be developed to
present a range of feasible management
actions. The ‘“No Action Alternative”
will be included in accordance with 40
CFR 1502.14(d) and represent the
continuation of current management.

Development of this RMP
Amendment will require involvement of
professionals from these disciplines: Air
quality, cultural resources, economics,
hazardous materials, hydrology, lands,
realty, minerals, geology, paleontology,
recreation, sociology, soils, vegetation,
and wildlife.

Planning criteria help guide the
development of the Amendment and
EIS by focusing efforts where they are
needed, providing direction for the
plan, and identifying legal, policy, or
regulatory constraints that direct or

limit BLM’s ability to resolve issues.
After taking into consideration the
public’s comments on the criteria, they
will be finalized to help guide the plan.

The public will be provided the
opportunity to review and comment on
issues identified by BLM and the State,
identify new issues, and comment on
the Draft Planning Criteria. A mailing
list is being developed and will be used
to communicate with and solicit
comments from local, state and federal
agencies, Native American tribes, the
Eastern Montana Resource Advisory
Council, and the public at large that
may be affected by the plan. As the
planning process proceeds, these
publics will be encouraged to
participate.

Public information will be available at
scoping meetings to be held at Broadus,
Miles City, Ashland, Billings and
Helena, Montana from January 4
through January 11, 2001. See DATES
and ADDRESSES sections for specific
meeting information.

The BLM and the State are seeking
information from individuals,
organizations, and agencies that may be
affected by the plan. Specifically, we
request any issues, concerns or
alternatives that should be addressed in
the plan amendment.

This notice meets the requirements of
40 CFR 1501.7 and 43 CFR 1610.2(c).

Dated: December 5, 2000.
Fred O’Ferrall,
Assistant Field Manager.
[FR Doc. 00-31447 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-$$-U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
(MTM 90527; IDI 33690)

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Opportunity for Public Meeting;
Montana and Idaho

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service, has filed an
application to withdraw 2,548.42 acres
of National Forest System land to
preserve the unique resources of Lemhi
Pass National Historic Landmark. This
notice closes the land for up to 2 years
from location and entry under the
United States mining laws. The land
will remain open to all activities
currently consistent with applicable
Forest plans and those related to
exercise of valid existing rights.

DATES: Comments and requests for a
public meeting must be received by
March 19, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Comments and meeting
requests should be sent to the Forest
Supervisor, Beaverhead-Deerlodge
National Forest, 420 Barrett Street,
Dillon, Montana 59725-3572.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Katie Bump, Project Coordinator,
Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest,
420 Barrett Street, Dillon, Montana
59725-3572.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 28, 2000, the Forest Service
filed an application to withdraw the
following-described National Forest
System land from location and entry
under the United States mining laws,
but not the mineral leasing laws, subject
to valid existing rights:

Principal Meridian, Montana

Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest
(462.16 acres)
T.10S.,R. 15 W,
Sec. 9, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and EV2EV%;
Sec. 16, lots 1 and 2, and EV2NEVa.

Boise Meridian

Salmon-Challis National Forest (1,043.13
acres)
T.19N,,R. 25 E.,

Sec. 10, SV2SEVa;

Sec. 11, lot 4, S/2SWV4, and SWVaSEV4;

Sec. 14, lots 1 to 5, inclusive, lots 7 and

8, NWv4, and WV2EVz;

Sec. 15, NEV4 and NV2SEVa.

The area described contains approximately
2,548.42 acres in Beaverhead County,
Montana, and Lemhi County, Idaho.

In addition, any non-federal lands
within the boundary described above, if
acquired by the United States, would
become subject to the terms and
conditions of this withdrawal.

For a period of 90 days from the date
of publication of this notice, all persons
who wish to submit comments,
suggestions, or objections in connection
with the proposed withdrawal may
present their views in writing to the
Forest Supervisor, Beaverhead-
Deerlodge National Forest, at the
address indicated above.

Notice is hereby given that an
opportunity for a public meeting is
afforded in connection with the
proposed withdrawal. All interested
persons who desire a public meeting for
the purpose of being heard on the
proposed withdrawal must submit a
written request to the Forest Supervisor
at the address indicated above within 90
days from the date of publication of this
notice. Upon determination by the
authorized officer that a public meeting
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will be held, a notice of the time and
place will be published in the Federal
Register at least 30 days before the
scheduled date of the meeting.

The application will be processed in
accordance with the regulations set
forth in 43 CFR part 2300.

For a period of 2 years from the date
of publication of this notice in the
Federal Register, the land will be
segregated as specified above unless the
application is denied or canceled or the
withdrawal is approved prior to that
date. The temporary land uses which
may be permitted during this
segregative period include all activities
currently consistent with applicable
Forest plans and those related to
exercise of valid existing rights,
including public recreation and other
activities compatible with preservation
of Lemhi Pass National Historic
Landmark and the Lewis and Clark
National Historic Trail.

Dated: December 7, 2000
Howard A. Lemm,

Chief, Branch of Land Resources, Division
of Resources.
[FR Doc. 00-32293 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places;
Notification of Pending Nominations

Nominations for the following
properties being considered for listing
in the National Register were received
by the National Park Service before
December 9, 2000. Pursuant to section
60.13 of 36 CFR Part 60 written
comments concerning the significance
of these properties under the National
Register criteria for evaluation may be
forwarded to the National Register,
National Park Service, 1849 C St., NW,
NC400, Washington, DC 20240. Written
comments should be submitted by
January 3, 2001.

Carol D. Shull,

Keeper of the National Register.
CALIFORNIA

Los Angeles County

Venice of America House, 1223 Cabrillo
Ave., Los Angeles, 00001623
San Francisco County

Haas Candy Factory, 54 Mint St., San
Francisco, 00001622

COLORADO

Routt County

First National Bank Building, 803—-807
Lincoln Ave., and 57%- 8th St., Steamboat
Springs, 00001624

CONNECTICUT

Hartford County

South End Historic District, Roughly
bounded East Rd., Willis St., George St.,
and South St., Bristol, 00001625

IDAHO

Franklin County

Relic Hall, 111 E. Main St., Franklin,
00001627

Minidoka County

Rupert Town Square Historic District,
Roughly bounded by 7th St., E St., 5th St.
and F St., Rupert, 00001626

ILLINOIS

Cook County

Graceland Cemetery, 4001 N. Clark St.,
Chicago, 00001628

INDIANA

Marshall County

Hemminger Travel Lodge, 800 Lincolnway
East, Plymouth, 00001629

LOUISIANA

Caddo Parish

Fair Park High School, 3222 Greenwood Rd.,
Shreveport, 00001630

MAINE

Aroostook County

Anderson Bros. Store, 280 Main St.,
Stockholm, 00001635

Kennebec County

Colburn School, Arnold Rd., 0.4 mi. S of jct.
with ME 27, Pittston, 00001633

Lincoln County

Main Street Historic District (Boundary
Increase), 170—270 Main St., 45 Bristol
Rd., Damariscotta, 00001636

Oxford County

Andover Hook and Ladder Company
Building, 39 Elm St., Andover, 00001631

Greenwood Town Hall, Former, 270 Main St.,
Locke Mills, 00001634

Sagadahoc County

Cathance Water Tower, Cathance Rd. jct.
with Beechwood Dr., Topsham, 00001637

Washington County

Gallison Memorial Library, US 1, 0.5 mi. W
of jct. with US 1A, Harrington, 00001632

MICHIGAN

Oceana County

Navigation Structures at Pentwater Harbor,
West End of Lowell St., Pentwater,
00001638

NEVADA

Douglas County

Jobs Peak Ranch, 144 Summit Ridge Way,
Genoa, 00001639

NORTH CAROLINA

Guilford County

Adams, John H., House, 1108 N. Main St.,
High Point, 00001641

Mecklenburg County

Union Storage and Warehouse Company
Building, 1000 W. Morehead St., Charlotte,
00001640

NORTH DAKOTA

Morton County

German Evangelical St. Johns Church—
Deutsche Evangelische St. Johannes
Kirche, 624 Church Ave., Hebron,
00001642

WISCONSIN

Jefferson County

Jefferson High School, 201 S. Copeland Ave.,
Jefferson, 00001643

WYOMING

Converse County

Morton Mansion, 425 Center St., Douglas,
00001644

To assist in the preservation of this historic
property the comment period for the
following resource has been shortened to
three (3) days:

MISSOURI

Greene County

Second Baptist Church (Colored), 729 North
Washington, Springfield, 00001620

[FR Doc. 00-32203 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-70-U

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 337-TA-440]

Certain 4-Androstenediol; Notice of
Investigation

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Institution of investigation
pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1337.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that a
complaint was filed with the U.S.
International Trade Commission on
November 13, 2000, under section 337
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended,
19 U.S.C. 1337, on behalf of LPJ, Inc. of
Seymour, Illinois. An amendment to the
complaint was filed on December 5,
2000. The complaint, as amended,
alleges violations of section 337 in the
importation into the United States, the
sale for importation, and the sale within
the United States after importation of



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 244/ Tuesday, December 19, 2000/ Notices

79425

certain 4-Androstenediol by reason of
infringement of claims 1-4 of U.S.
Letters Patent 5,880,117. The complaint
further alleges that an industry in the
United States exists as required by
subsection (a)(2) of section 337.

The complainant requests that the
Commission institute an investigation
and, after a hearing, issue a permanent
general exclusion order and permanent
cease and desist orders.

ADDRESSES: The complaint, as amended,
except for any confidential information
contained therein, is available for
inspection during official business
hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the
Office of the Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street, SW., Room 112, Washington, DC
20436, telephone 202—-205-2000.
Hearing-impaired individuals are
advised that information on this matter
can be obtained by contacting the
Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (http://
www.usitc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Anne Goalwin, Esq., Office of Unfair
Import Investigations, U.S. International
Trade Commission, telephone 202—-205-
2574.

Authority: The authority for institution of
this investigation is contained in section 337
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and
in section 210.10 of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure, 19 CFR 210.10
(1998).

Scope of Investigation

Having considered the complaint, the
U.S. International Trade Commission,
on December 13, 2000, Ordered That—

(1) Pursuant to subsection (b) of
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended, an investigation be instituted
to determine whether there is a
violation of subsection (a)(1)(B) of
section 337 in the importation into the
United States, the sale for importation,
or the sale within the United States after
importation of certain 4-Androstenediol
by reason of infringement of claims 1, 2,
3, or 4 of U.S. Letters Patent 5,880,117,
and whether an industry in the United
States exists as required by subsection
(a)(2) of section 337.

(2) For the purpose of the
investigation so instituted, the following
are hereby named as parties upon which
this notice of investigation shall be
served:

(a) The complainant is—LP]J Research,
Inc, 205 South Main Street, P.O. Box
160, Seymour, Illinois 61875.

(b) The respondent is the following
company alleged to be in violation of
section 337, and the party upon which
the complaint is to be served—
Changzhou Huabang Pharmaceutical
Group, Ltd., 22/F, International
Building, Changzhou, Jiangsu, China.

(c) Anne Goalwin, Esq., Office of
Unfair Import Investigations, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street, S.W., Room 401-P, Washington,
D.C. 20436, who shall be the
Commission investigative attorney,
party to this investigation; and

(3) For the investigation so instituted,
the Honorable Paul J. Luckern is
designated as the presiding
administrative law judge.

A response to the complaint and the
notice of investigation must be
submitted by the named respondent in
accordance with section 210.13 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 19 CFR 210.13. Pursuant to
19 CFR 201.16(d) and 210.13(a), such
response will be considered by the
Commission if received no later than 20
days after the date of service by the
Commission of the complaint and notice
of investigation. Extensions of time for
submitting a response to the complaint
will not be granted unless good cause
therefor is shown.

Failure of a respondent to file a timely
response to each allegation in the
complaint and in this notice may be
deemed to constitute a waiver of the
right to appear and contest the
allegations of the complaint and this
notice, and to authorize the
administrative law judge and the
Commission, without further notice to
the respondent, to find the facts to be as
alleged in the complaint and this notice
and to enter both an initial
determination and a final determination
containing such findings, and may
result in the issuance of a limited
exclusion order or a cease and desist
order or both directed against such
respondent.

Issued: December 14, 2000.
By order of the Commission.
Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-32309 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 332-288]

Ethyl Alcohol for Fuel Use:
Determination of the Base Quantity of
Imports

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Notice of determination.

SUMMARY: Section 7 of the Steel Trade
Liberalization Program Implementation
Act, as amended (19 U.S.C. 2703 note),
which concerns local feedstock
requirements for fuel ethyl alcohol
imported by the United States from CBI-
beneficiary countries, requires the
Commission to determine annually the
U.S. domestic market for fuel ethyl
alcohol during the 12-month period
ending on the preceding September 30.
The domestic market determination
made by the Commission is to be used
to establish the ““base quantity’ of
imports that can be imported with a
zero percent local feedstock
requirement. The base quantity to be
used by the U.S. Customs Service in the
administration of the law is the greater
of 60 million gallons or 7 percent of U.S.
consumption as determined by the
Commission. Beyond the base quantity
of imports, progressively higher local
feedstock requirements are placed on
imports of fuel ethyl alcohol and
mixtures from the CBI-beneficiary
countries.

For the 12-month period ending
September 30, 2000, the Commission
has determined the level of U.S.
consumption of fuel ethyl alcohol to be
1.61 billion gallons. Seven percent of
this amount is 112.7 million gallons
(these figures have been rounded).
Therefore, the base quantity for 2001
should be 112.7 million gallons.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Devry Boughner (202) 205-3313,
dboughner@usitc.gov, in the
Commission’s Office of Industries. For
information on legal aspects of the
investigation contact Mr. William
Gearhart, wgearhart@usitc.gov, of the
Commission’s Office of the General
Counsel at (202) 205-3091.

Hearing-impaired individuals are
advised that information on this matter
can be obtained by contacting our TDD
terminal on (202) 205-1810.

Background

For purposes of making
determinations of the U.S. market for
fuel ethyl alcohol as required by section
7 of the Act, the Commission instituted
Investigation No. 332-288, Ethyl
Alcohol for Fuel Use: Determination of
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the Base Quantity of Imports, in March
1990. The Commission uses official
statistics of the U.S. Department of
Energy to make these determinations as
well as the PIERS database of the
Journal of Commerce, which is based on
U.S. export declarations.

Section 225 of the Customs and Trade
Act of 1990 (Pub. L. 101-382, August
20, 1990) amended the original language
set forth in the Steel Trade
Liberalization Program Implementation
Act of 1989. The amendment requires
the Commission to make a
determination of the U.S. domestic
market for fuel ethyl alcohol for each
year after 1989.

Issued: December 14, 2000.
By order of the Commission.
Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-32256 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02—P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 731-TA-861 (Final)]

Certain Expandable Polystyrene
Resins From Indonesia

Determination

On the basis of the record! developed
in the subject investigation, the United
States International Trade Commission
determines, pursuant to section 735(b)
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1673d(b)) (the Act), that an industry in
the United States is not materially
injured or threatened with material
injury and the establishment of an
industry in the United States is not
materially retarded, by reason of
imports from Indonesia of certain
expandable polystyrene resins, provided
for in subheading 3903.11.00 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States, that have been found by
the Department of Commerce to be sold
in the United States at less than fair
value (LTFV).

Background

The Commission instituted this
investigation effective November 22,
1999, following receipt of a petition
filed with the Commission and the
Department of Commerce by BASF
Corp., Mount Olive, NJ; Huntsman
Expandable Polymers Co. LC, Salt Lake
City, UT; NOVA Chemicals, Inc., Moon
Township, PA; and StyroChem U.S.,
Ltd., Radnor, PA. The final phase of the

1The record is defined in sec. 207.2(f) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19
CFR §207.2(f)).

investigation was scheduled by the
Commission following notification of a
preliminary determination by the
Department of Commerce that imports
of certain expandable polystyrene resins
from Indonesia were being sold at LTFV
within the meaning of section 733(b) of
the Act (19 U.S.C. 1673b(b)). Notice of
the scheduling of the Commission’s
investigation and of a public hearing to
be held in connection therewith was
given by posting copies of the notice in
the Office of the Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission,
Washington, DC, and by publishing the
notice in the Federal Register of August
9, 2000 (65 FR 48731, August 9, 2000).
The hearing was held in Washington,
DC, on November 7, 2000, and all
persons who requested the opportunity
were permitted to appear in person or
by counsel.

The Commission transmitted its
determination in this review to the
Secretary of Commerce on December 20,
2000. The views of the Commission are
contained in USITC Publication 3377
(December 2000), entitled Certain
Expandable Polystyrene Resins from
Indonesia: Investigation No. 730-TA—-
861 (Final).

By order of the Commission.

Issued: December 13, 2000.

Donna R. Koehnke,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 00-32255 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. TA-201-72]

Extruded Rubber Thread
Determination

On the basis of the information in the
investigation, the Commission
determines, pursuant to section 202(b)
of the Trade Act of 1974, that extruded
rubber thread? is not being imported
into the United States in such increased
quantities as to be a substantial cause of
serious injury or the threat of serious
injury to the domestic industry

1For purposes of this investigation, extruded
rubber thread is defined as vulcanized rubber
thread, obtained by extrusion of stable or
concentrated natural rubber latex of any cross
sectional shape, measuring from 0.18 mm (which is
0.007 inch or 140 gauge) to 1.42 mm (which is 0.056
inch or 18 gauge) in diameter. Such extruded rubber
thread is classified in heading 4007.00 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States
(HTS). Although the HTS category is provided for
convenience and Customs purposes, the written
description of the merchandise is dispositive.

producing an article like or directly
competitive with the imported article.

Background

Following receipt of a properly filed
petition on June 5, 2000, by counsel on
behalf of North American Rubber
Thread, Fall River, MA, the Commission
instituted investigation No. TA-201-72,
Extruded Rubber Thread, under section
202 of the Trade Act of 1974 to
determine whether extruded rubber
thread is being imported into the United
States in such increased quantities as to
be a substantial cause of serious injury,
or the threat thereof, to the domestic
industry producing an article like or
directly competitive with the imported
article.

Notice of the institution of the
Commission’s investigation and of the
scheduling of public hearings to be held
in connection therewith was given by
posting copies of the notice in the Office
of the Secretary, U.S. International
Trade Commission, Washington, DC,
and by publishing the notice in the
Federal Register of June 22, 2000 (65 FR
38856). The hearing in connection with
the injury phase of the investigation was
held on September 6, 2000, in
Washington, DGC; all persons who
requested the opportunity were
permitted to appear in person or by
counsel.

The Commission transmitted its
determination in this investigation to
the President on December 4, 2000. The
views of the Commission are contained
in USITC Publication 3375, December
2000, entitled Extruded Rubber Thread
(Inv. No. TA-201-72).

By order of the Commission.
Issued: December 12, 2000.
Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-32252 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02—P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 332-423]

The Effects of EU Policies on the
Competitive Position of the U.S. and
EU Horticultural Products Sectors

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Institution of investigation and
scheduling of public hearing.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
general information, Douglas Newman
(202—205-3328; newman@usitc.gov),
Tim McCarty (202—-205-3324;
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mccarty@usitc.gov), or Cathy Jabara
(202-205-3309; jabara@usitc.gov),
Agriculture and Forest Products
Division, Office of Industries, or for
information on legal aspects, William
Gearhart (202—205-3091;
wgearhart@usitc.gov), Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission. Hearing impaired
persons can obtain information on this
study by contacting the Commission’s
TDD terminal on (202) 205-1810.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (http://
www.usitc.gov).

Background

In response to a letter received on
November 16, 2000, from the United
States Trade Representative, the
Commission instituted an investigation
for the purpose of preparing a report
that will describe the effects of EU
policies on the competitive position of
the U.S. and EU horticultural products
sectors generally, and for several
specific products.

As requested, the Commission’s
report will include the following:

(1) A description of the U.S. and EU
fresh and processed horticultural
products sectors, including recent
patterns of production, consumption,
and trade;

(2) A description and analysis of the
conditions of trade in various
horticultural products between the U.S.
and EU and third countries, including
tariff treatment and use of export
subsidies;

(3) A description and analysis of EU
and member state domestic support
programs and policies used to assist
horticultural products producers,
shippers, and exporters; and

(4) An analysis of the effects of EU
policies on trade between the U.S. and
EU industries in specific horticultural
products sectors, especially the effects
of tariffs and assistance programs and
other significant factors, such as
production and marketing costs,
exchange rates, and prices.

The report will specifically address
the following horticultural products
identified by the USTR: Citrus
(including fresh oranges, fresh
clementines, fresh lemons, and orange
juice), deciduous fruit (including fresh
apples, fresh pears, fresh peaches, and
processed peaches), dried prunes, tree
nuts (including almonds, walnuts, and
hazelnuts), tomatoes (including fresh
tomatoes and processed tomatoes), and
wine. The USTR stated that it intends to
make available to the public the portion
of the report that addresses points (1)—
(3) above, and that the portion of the

report that addresses point (4) above
will be national security classified.

Preliminary Written Comments

In order to assist the Commission in
identifying the issues affecting the
above sectors, the Commission requests
that interested parties provide
preliminary written comments on such
issues by March 1, 2001. All
preliminary written comments should
be addressed to the Secretary, United
States International Trade Commission,
500 E Street, SW, Washington, DC
20436. Interested parties are also
encouraged to provide further
information at the public hearing and in
prehearing and posthearing briefs/
statements.

Public Hearing

A public hearing in connection with
the investigation will be held at the U.S.
International Trade Commission
Building, 500 E Street, SW, Washington,
DC, beginning at 9:30 a.m. on April 26,
2001. All persons will have the right to
appear, by counsel or in person, to
present information and be heard.
Requests to appear at the public hearing
should be filed with the Secretary,
United States International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20436, no later than
5:15 p.m., April 12, 2001. Any
prehearing briefs (original and 14
copies) should be filed not later than
5:15 p.m., April 16, 2001; the deadline
for filing posthearing briefs or
statements is 5:15 p.m., June 11, 2001.
In the event that, as of the close of
business, April 12, 2001, no witnesses
are scheduled to appear at the hearing,
the hearing will be canceled. Any
person interested in attending the
hearing as an observer or non-
participant may call the Secretary to the
Commission (202-205-1806) after April
12, 2001, to determine whether the
hearing will be held.

Written Submissions

In lieu of, or in addition to,
participating in the hearing, interested
persons are invited to submit written
statements concerning the matters to be
addressed by the Commission in its
report on this investigation. Commercial
or financial information which a
submitter desires the Commission to
treat as confidential must be provided
on separate sheets of paper, each clearly
marked “Confidential Business
Information” at the top. All submissions
requesting confidential treatment must
conform with the requirements of
§201.6 of the Commission’s rules of
practice and procedure (19 CFR 201.6).
All written submissions, except for

confidential business information, will
be made available in the Office of the
Secretary of the Commission for
inspection by interested persons. To be
assured of consideration by the
Commission, written statements relating
to the Commission’s report should be
submitted to the Commission in
accordance with §201.8 of the
Commission’s rules at the earliest
practical date and should be received no
later than the close of business on June
11, 2001. All submissions should be
addressed to the Secretary, United
States International Trade Commission,
500 E Street SW, Washington, DC
20436. The Commission’s rules do not
authorize filing of submissions with the
Secretary by facsimile or electronic
means.

Persons with mobility impairments
who will need special assistance in
gaining access to the Commission
should contact the Office of the
Secretary at 202—205-2000.

Issued: December 12, 2000.
By order of the Commission.
Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-32253 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Inv. No. 337-TA-437]

Certain Synchronous Dynamic
Random Access Memory Devices and
Modules and Products Containing
Same; Notice of Decision To Review an
Initial Determination Terminating the
Investigation Based on Withdrawal of
the Complaint

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has determined to review
an initial determination (ID) (Order No.
1) issued by the presiding
administrative law judge (ALJ)
terminating the above-captioned
investigation based on withdrawal of
the complaint by complainant Rambus
Inc. The Commission does not wish to
receive written submissions from the
parties in connection with its review of
the ID.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim
Yaworski, Esq., Office of the General
Counsel, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (202)
205—-3096. Hearing-impaired persons are
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advised that information on this matter
can be obtained by contacting the
Commission’s TDD Terminal on 202—
205—-1810. General information
concerning the Commission may also be
obtained by accessing its Internet server
(http://www.usitc.gov).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Commission instituted this
investigation on October 5, 2000, based
on a complaint filed by Rambus Inc. of
Mountain View, California. The
complaint alleged a violation of section
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19 U.S.C.
1337, based on infringement of claims of
three U.S. patents (U.S. Letters patent
6,038,195, U.S. Letters Patent 5,953,263,
and U.S. Letters Patent 6,034,918)
owned by complainant. The
respondents named in the investigation
were Hyundai Electronics Industries
Co., Ltd. of Korea and Hyundai
Electronics America of San Jose,
California (collectively “Hyundai”’). The
investigation was assigned to
Administrative Lay Judge Sidney Harris.
65 FR 60684. On October 6, 2000,
complainant Rambus moved to
withdraw its complaint and terminate
the investigation. Rambus’ motion was
responded to by Hyundai and the
Commission investigative attorney
(“IA”’). On November 8, 2000, the ALJ
issued an ID terminating the
investigation based on Rambus’
withdrawal of its complaint, but with
the condition that, if the Commission
institutes a subsequent investigation
based on a complaint filed by Rambus
involving one or more of the same
patents, then such investigation should
be assigned to the same ALJ, unless
exceptional circumstances require
assignment to another ALJ. The ALJ
found that Rambus had engaged in
impermissible judge shopping. Rambus
and the IA petitioned for review of the
1D.

This action is taken under the
authority of section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, 19 U.S.C. 1337, and section
210.43(d) of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure, 19 CFR
210.43(d).

Copies of the ID and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are or
will be available for inspection during
official business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15
p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20436,
telephone 202-205-2000. Copies of
these documents may also be
downloaded from the Commission’s
Internet server at http://www/usitc.gov.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: December 13, 2000
Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-32254 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Drug Enforcement Administration
[DEA #207E]

Controlled Substances: Established
Initial Aggregate Production Quotas
for 2001

AGENCY: Drug Enforcement

Administration (DEA), Justice.

ACTION: Notice of aggregate production
quotas for 2001.

SUMMARY: This notice establishes initial
2001 aggregate production quotas for
controlled substances in Schedules I
and II of the Controlled Substances Act
(CSA).

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 19, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frank L. Sapienza, Chief, Drug &
Chemical Evaluation Section, Drug
Enforcement Administration,
Washington, DC 20537, Telephone:
(202) 307-7183.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
306 of the CSA (21 U.S.C. 826) requires
that the Attorney General establish
aggregate production quotas for each
basic class of controlled substance listed
in Schedules I and II. This
responsibility has been delegated to the
Administrator of the DEA by Section
0.100 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. The Administrator, in turn,
has redelegated this function to the
Deputy Administrator, pursuant to
Section 0.104 of Title 28 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.

The 2001 aggregate production quotas
represent those quantities of controlled
substances that may be produced in the
United States in 2001 to provide
adequate supplies of each substance for:
The estimated medical, scientific,
research and industrial needs of the
United States; lawful export
requirements; and the establishment
and maintenance of reserve stocks (21
U.S.C. 826(a) and 21 CFR 1303.11).
These quotas do not include imports of
controlled substances for use in
industrial processes.

On October 4, 2000, a notice of the
proposed initial 2001 aggregate
production quotas for certain controlled
substances in Schedules I and II was
published in the Federal Register (65
FR 59214). All interested persons were
invited to comment on or object to these

proposed aggregate production quotas
on or before November 3, 2000.

Five companies commented on a total
of twenty Schedules I and II controlled
substances within the published
comment period. The companies
commented that the proposed aggregate
production quotas for alfentanil,
amphetamine, dextropropoxyphene,
dihydrocodeine, dihydromorphine,
fentanyl, gamma-hydroxybutyric acid,
hydrocodone (for sale), hydromorphone,
levorphanol, methamphetamine (for
conversion), methylphenidate,
noroxymorphone (for conversion),
opium, oxycodone (for conversion),
oxymorphone and sufentanil were
insufficient to provide for the estimated
medical, scientific, research and
industrial needs of the United States, for
export requirements and for the
establishment and maintenance of
reserve stocks. The companies also
commented that the proposed aggregate
production quotas for codeine (for
conversion), hydrocodone (for
conversion) and morphine (for
conversion) could be reduced.

In addition, two comments were
received after the published comment
period had ended (dated November 6,
2000 and November 10, 2000). These
comments requested that the aggregate
production quotas for amphetamine,
anileridine, methadone (for sale),
methadone intermediate and
methylphenidate be increased. These
comments were taken into consideration
in determining the established initial
2001 aggregate production quotas for
these substances.

DEA has taken into consideration the
above comments along with the relevant
2000 manufacturing quotas, current
2000 sales and inventories, 2001 export
requirements and research and product
development requirements. Based on
this information, the DEA has adjusted
the initial aggregate production quotas
for alfentanil, dihydrocodeine,
dihydromorphine, hydrocodone (for
sale), hydrocodone (for conversion),
levorphanol, methamphetamine (for
conversion), noroxymorphone (for
conversion), opium and sufentanil to
meet the legitimate needs of the United
States.

Regarding amphetamine, anileridine,
codeine (for conversion),
dextropropoxyphene, fentanyl, gamma-
hydroxybutyric acid, hydromorphone,
methadone (for sale), methadone
intermediate, methylphenidate,
morphine (for conversion), oxycodone
(for conversion) and oxymorphone, the
DEA has determined that the proposed
initial 2001 aggregate production quotas
are sufficient to meet the current 2001
estimated medical, scientific, research
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and industrial needs of the United data supplied by quota recipients for Deputy Administrator pursuant to
States. each basic class of Schedule I or II Section 0.104 of Title 28 of the Code of

Pursuant to section 1303 of title 21 of  controlled substance. Federal Regulations, the Deputy
the Code of Federal Regulations, the Therefore, under the authority vested  Administrator hereby orders that the

Deputy Administrator of the DEA will, in the Attorney General by section 306 2001 initial aggregate production quotas

in early 2001, adjust aggregate of the Controlled Substances Act of
production quotas and individual 1970 (21 U.S.C. 826), delegated to the
manufacturing quotas allocated for the Administrator of the DEA by Section
year based upon 2000 year-end 0.100 of Title 28 of the Code of Federal
inventory and actual 2000 disposition Regulations, and redelegated to the

for the following controlled substances,
expressed in grams of anhydrous acid or
base, be established as follows:

Basic Class

Established
Initial 2001
Quotas

Schedule |

2,5-DiMEthOXYAMPNEIAIMINE .. ...oi ittt ettt ettt e ettt e e ekt e e e sabb e e e ahs s e e o be e e e e a ke e e e mbe e e o kbe e e onbe e e e asbe e e esbeeeansbeeesanneeeasnneeanes
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3,4-Methylenedioxymethamphetaming (IMDMA) ........ooiiiiii ettt h ettt b e bt e sb et et e eehb e e bt e sb et e be e s et e ebeeeabeenbeesnnean
3,4, 5-Trimethoxyamphetamine ............cccccveeeene
4-Bromo-2,5-Dimethoxyamphetamine (DOB) .......
4-Bromo-2,5-Dimethoxyphenethylamine (2-CB) ..
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5-Methoxy-3,4-MethylenedioXYamPREIAIMINE .........ooiiiiiiiie ittt et e ettt e e e bt e e e e bt e e s abe e e aabe e e e aabeeeesbeeesabbeeeaanseeeabneeeane
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N-Ethyl-1-PhenylcyCloNeXYIAmINE (PCE) ......ooiuiiiiiiii ittt ettt e e sttt e e e a bt e e ek bt e e s bb e e e sabb e e e aabe e e e bbeeeeabbeaeanbbeeesabeaeenbbneeane
N-Ethylamphetamine ...........cccooviiiiiniiniieninns
N-Hydroxy-3,4-Methylenedioxyamphetamine .
Noracymethadol ..........cccccvevieinieiiienieeeee,
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Basic Class Initial 2001
Quotas
[ o] o1 7= 10 | KPR PPRTUPUPPTRPPPRN 415,000
Psilocybin ... 2
Psilocyn ......occcveiiiieenes 2
Tetrahydrocannabinols ... 131,000
Thiofentanyl ................ 2
00 (T oLl To [T TSR PPP PP OTRRPP 2
Schedule Il
1-PRenYICYCIONEXYIAMING ...ttt ettt et e et e e s b et e e ah b et e 2R bt e e 2a kb e e e aa kbt e e ah b et e e s b et e e ke e e e nab b e e e amnreeennnneeennnneenan 12
1-Piperidinocyclohexanecarbonitrile (PCC) . 10
Alfentanil ..o, 3,500
Alphaprodine .. 2
Amobarbital .... 12
Amphetamine . 10,958,000
Cocaine .........cooeeeeee. 251,000
Codeine (for sale) .............. 43,248,000
Codeine (for conversion) ... 59,051,000
Dextropropoxyphene .......... 134,401,000
Dihydrocodeine ........... 474,000
Diphenoxylate .... 401,000
Ecgonine ............ 51,000
Ethylmorphine 12
Fentanyl ......... 440,000
Glutethimide ................ 2
Hydrocodone (for sale) ............ 22,325,000
Hydrocodone (for conversion) . 18,000,000
Hydromorphone ...........cccceee. 1,409,000
Isomethadone .........c.ccccoovvviiennn. 12
Levo-alphacetylmethadol (LAAM) 41,000
Levomethorphan ...........cceceevene 2
Levorphanol .......... 23,000
Meperidine .................. 10,168,000
Methadone (for sale) ............ 8,347,000
Methadone (for conversion) .. 60,000
Methadone Intermediate ....... 9,503,000
[ (g Ta g To] g =) =T o1 1= PRSP PPPPRPPRN 3,187,000
850,000 grams of levo-desoxyephedrine for use in a non-controlled, non-prescription product; 2,286,000 grams for meth-

amphetamine for conversion to a Schedule Il product; and 51,000 grams for methamphetamine (for sale) ...........cccovviies | viiiiiiiiiicniens
MELNYIPNENITALE ...ttt e ekt e skt e e s ab et e e ek b et e ek b e e e eab bt e e eab e e e e ah b e e e e abee e e aabe e e e anbneeennneeennnne 14,957,000
Morphine (for sale) ............... 14,706,000
Morphine (for conversion) ..... 117,675,000
Nabilone .........cccooeeiiiiiiiinnne 2
Noroxymorphone (for sale) ......... 25,000
Noroxymorphone (for conversion) .. 4,000,000
OPIUM e 630,000
Oxycodone (for sale) ............... 46,680,000
Oxycodone (for conversion) ... 449,000
Oxymorphone ... 264,000
Pentobarbital ...... 22,037,000
Phencyclidine ..... 40
Phenmetrazine ... 2
Phenylacetone ... 10
Secobarbital ... 12
Sufentanil ....... 1,700
LI A1=] o F= U1 T PP P PR 65,596,000

The Deputy Administrator further
orders that aggregate production quotas
for all other Schedules I and II
controlled substances included in
sections 1308.11 and 1308.12 of title 21
of the Code of Federal Regulations be
established at zero.

The Office of Management and Budget
has determined that notices of aggregate
production quotas are not subject to
centralized review under Executive
Order 12866.

This action does not preempt or
modify any provisions of state law; nor
does it impose enforcement
responsibilities on any state; nor does it
diminish the power of any state to
enforce its own laws. Accordingly, this
action does not have federalism
implications warranting the application
of Executive Order 13132.

The Deputy Administrator hereby
certifies that this action will have no
significant impact upon small entities

whose interests must be considered
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5
U.S.C. 601 et seq. The establishment of
aggregate production quotas for
Schedules I and II controlled substances
is mandated by law and by international
treaty obligations. The quotas are
necessary to provide for the estimated
medical, scientific, research and
industrial needs of the United States, for
export requirements and the
establishment and maintenance of
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reserve stocks. While aggregate
production quotas are of primary
importance to large manufacturers, their
impact upon small entities is neither
negative nor beneficial. Accordingly, the
Deputy Administrator has determined
that this action does not require a
regulatory flexibility analysis.

This action meets the applicable
standards set forth in sections 3(a) and
3(b)(2) of Executive Order 12988 Civil
Justice Reform.

This action will not result in the
expenditure by State, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100,000,000 or more
in any one year, and will not
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. Therefore, no actions were
deemed necessary under the provisions
of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995.

This action is not a major rule as
defined by section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1966. This action will
not result in an annual effect on the
economy of $100,000,000 or more; a
major increase in costs or prices; or
significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
companies to compete with foreign-
based companies in domestic and
export markets.

The Drug Enforcement
Administration makes every effort to
write clearly. If you have suggestions as
to how to improve the clarity of this
regulation, call or write Frank L.
Sapienza, Chief, Drug & Chemical
Evaluation Section, Office of Diversion
Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration, Washington, D.C.
20537, telephone (202) 307-7183.

Dated: December 11, 2000.
Julio F. Mercado,
Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc. 00-32299 Filed 12—18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING
COMMISSION

Public Comment Period on the Draft
Memorials and Museums Master Plan

AGENCY: National Capital Planning
Commission.

ACTION: Availability of the draft
memorials and museums master plan
and opening of the public comment
period.

SUMMARY: The Joint Task Force on
Memorials, comprised of the National

Capital Planning Commission, the
Commission of Fine Arts, and the
National Capital Memorial Commission,
has opened a 45-day public comment
period on a Draft Memorials and
Museums Master Plan. The draft master
plan identifies 102 sites for new
memorials and museums and provides
general guidelines for where and how
these facilities should be developed, as
well as siting criteria and
implementation strategies.

DATES: Public testimony on the proposal
will be taken at a public meeting from
5:30 pm to 8:30 pm on Thursday,
January 11, 2001.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the National Capital Planning
Commission Office, 401 9th Street, NW,
North Lobby, Suite 500, Washington, DC
20576.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Copies of
the master plan are available from the
National Capital Planning Commission,
401 9th Street, NW, North Lobby, Suite
500, Washington, DC 20576. Individuals
interested in testifying at the meeting
should call the National Capital
Planning Commission, 202—482-7200,
no later than 12:00 Noon the day before
the meeting to register in advance.
Members of the public who wish to
testify and have not signed up in
advance may sign up at the meeting
before the start of the session. Each
testifier will be limited to five minutes,
and will generally be scheduled on a
first-come basis. Written comments may
be submitted before, during, or after the
public meeting. Comments may be
mailed to the attention of Ron Wilson at
the National Capital Planning
Commission. Comments may also be
sent by fax: 202—-482-7272 or by e-mail:
info@ncpc.gov. All comments should be
received by the end of the comment
period, January 31, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ron
Wilson, 202—-482-7242.

Dated: December 11, 2000.
Ash Jain,
General Counsel and Legislative Liaison,
National Capital Planning Commission.
[FR Doc. 00-32210 Filed 12—-18-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7520-01-U

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-255]

Consumers Energy Co.; Palisades
Plant; Notice of Consideration of
Approval of Transfer of Operating
Authority Under Facility Operating
License and Conforming Amendment,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering the issuance of an order
under 10 CFR 50.80 approving the
transfer of operating authority under
Facility Operating License No. DPR-20
for the Palisades Plant, currently held
by Consumers Energy Company (CEC),
as owner and licensed operator of the
Palisades Plant. The transfer would be
to an operating company called Nuclear
Management Company, LLC (NMC). The
Commission is also considering
amending the license for administrative
purposes to reflect the proposed
transfer. If authorized to operate the
facility, NMG, according to the
application described below, will also
act as the general licensee for the
Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation at the Palisades Plant,
pursuant to 10 CFR 72.210.

By application dated November 21,
2000, seeking approval of the transfer,
the Commission was informed that CEC
has entered into a Nuclear Power Plant
Operating Services Agreement with
NMC. Under this Agreement, NMC is to
assume exclusive responsibility for the
operation and maintenance of the
Palisades Plant. CEC’s ownership of the
Palisades Plant will not be affected by
the proposed transfer of operating
authority. Likewise, CEC’s entitlement
to capacity and energy from the
Palisades Plant will not be affected by
the transfer of operating authority. No
physical changes to the facility or
operational changes are being proposed
in the application.

The proposed amendment would
reflect the transfer of authority under
the license to use and operate the
Palisades Plant from CEC to NMC.
Consistent with this designation of NMC
as the entity authorized to use and
operate the Palisades Plant, the
amendment would also reflect that NMC
would be authorized to receive, possess,
